arXiv:1911.07907v2 [math.RT] 7 Apr 2020

THE ENDOSCOPIC FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA FOR UNITARY
FRIEDBERG-JACQUET PERIODS

SPENCER LESLIE

ABSTRACT. We prove the endoscopic fundamental lemma for the Lie algebra of the
symmetric space U(2n)/U(n) x U(n), where U(n) denotes a unitary group of rank n.
This is the first major step in the stabilization of the relative trace formula associated
to the U(n) x U(n)-periods of automorphic forms on U(2n).
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we prove the endoscopic fundamental lemma for the Lie algebra of
the symmetric space U(2n)/U(n) x U(n), stated below as Theorem 1.2. Conjectured in
[Les19a], this is the first example of such a fundamental lemma and is the first major step
in the stabilization of the relative trace formula associated to the U(n) x U(n)-periods
of automorphic forms on U(2n). Let us now explain the context and motivation.

1.1. Global motivation. Let E/F be a quadratic extension of number fields, Ag and
Ap the associated rings of adeles. Let W; and W5 be two n dimensional Hermitian
spaces over F. The direct sum W; @& Wy is also a Hermitian space and we have the
embedding of unitary groups

U(Wl) X U(WQ) — U(W1 D Wg).
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Let 7 be an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of U(W; & W2)(Afp). Then
7 is said to be distinguished by the subgroup U(W7) x U(Ws) if the period integral

/ o) (1)
[U(W1)xU(Wa)]

is not equal to zero for some vector ¢ in the m-isotypic subspace of automorphic forms
on U(Wy & Ws)(Ar). Here, [H] = H(F)\H(Ap) for any F-group H. These periods are
a unitary version of the “linear periods” first studied by Friedberg and Jacquet [ ],
who showed that a cuspidal automorphic representation IT of GLg, (Ap) is distinguished
by GL,(Ar) x GL,(AF) if and only if the central L-value L(3,1I) is non-zero and the
exterior square L-function L(s, I, A?) has a pole at s = 1. While the literature has stuck
with the name linear periods for integrals over the subgroup

GLn(AF) X GLn(AF) — GLQn(AF),

the name “unitary linear periods” for the integrals (1) is clearly problematic. As a
result, we refer to these periods as unitary Friedberg—Jacquet periods.

Recently, these periods have appeared in the literature in several ways (for example,
[ I, [ I, [ |, and indirectly in [ |) with interesting applications to arith-
metic and relative functoriality. As a simple example, we have the following conjecture,
which is a special case of conjectures of Getz and Wambach | ].

Conjecture 1.1. Let U(W; & Wa)(Afp) be quasi-split and let m be a generic cuspidal
automorphic representation. Let I1 = BC () be the base change of II to GLa,(AE). The
following are equivalent:

(1) the exterior square L-function L(s,II,A?) has a pole at s = 1 and the central
L-value L(%,11) is non-zero,

(2) there is a cuspidal automorphic representation 7' in the same Arthur packet of
7 that is distinguished by U(W1)(Ap) x U(Wa)(Ar).

Theorem 1.5 of | | proves one direction of this conjecture under the assumption
that 7 is discrete series at a split place of F. Wei Zhang has conjectured a comparison
of relative trace formulas (first suggested in a less precise form in | ]) which would
prove this conjecture if established.

The crucial observation is that, unlike other relative trace formulas in the litera-
ture, the relative trace formula associated to the unitary Friedberg—Jacquet periods on
U(Wy @ W) (AF) is not stable: when we consider the action of U(W7) x U(W3) on the
symmetric variety U(W7 @ Wy)/U(W7) x U(W3), invariant polynomials distinguish only
geometric orbits. Appropriately, stability issues also arise in the local spectral theory of
these periods [ ]. We must therefore “stabilize” the geometric side of the relative
trace formula if we hope to prove global results like Conjecture 1.1.

1.2. Local theory of endoscopy and the main result. Now suppose that E/F
is a quadratic extension of non-archimedean local fields of characteristic zero and set
W =W, @& W, In | |, we initiated a program to stabilize the relative trace
formula associated to these periods by developing the local theory of endoscopy for the
“Lie algebra” of the symmetric space

Q = U(W)/U(Wy) x U(Wa).

Current work-in-process of the author should ultimately reduce the full stabilization of
the elliptic part of the relative trace formula to this infinitesimal case. Let us recall the
basic notions.

The 2n-dimensional Hermitian space W = W; @& W5 is naturally equipped with an
involutive linear map: o(w; + wg) = w; — we for w; € W;. This induces an involution
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on the unitary group U(W) with the fixed-point subgroup U(W)? = U(W7) x U(Ws).
Letting u(W) denote the Lie algebra of U(W), the differential of o induces a Z/2Z-
grading

u(W) =u(W)o @ u(W)y,
where u(W); is the (—1)*-eigenspace of . Then u(W); is is the tangent space to the
symmetric space Q at the distinguished U (W;) x U(Ws)- fixed point and the subgroup
U(Wy) x U(W3) acts on u(W); via restriction of the adjoint action.

Section 2.3 reviews the notions of relative endoscopic data, endoscopic symmetric
spaces, orbital integrals, and transfer. We postpone the details until then and content
ourselves with the following special case: suppose that the extension E/F is unramified
and that W7 = Wy = V,, is a split Hermitian space, so that there is a lattice A,, C V,
that is self-dual with respect to the Hermitian form. There is a natural identification in
this case

u(W)1 = End(Vn),

where the U(V,,) x U(V,)-action is given by pre- and post-composition. An elliptic
endoscopic datum = determines integers a, b such that n = a + b. To such a datum, we
associate the endoscopic symmetric space

End(V,) @ End(V}),

where V, denotes a split Hermitian space of dimension a and similarly with V3. Let
Ay C V, and Ay C V, be self-dual lattices.

For a regular semi-simple element 6 € End(V},), the endoscopic datum determines a
character r, with respect to which we define the relative x-orbital integral

RO™(f,8) = Y (&) RO(f,d),
&' ~std

where ¢’ runs over rational U(V},) x U(V,,)-orbits that lie in the same stable orbit of ¢.
We show that there is a good notion of the matching of regular semi-simple elements

§ € End(V,,)"** and (04, 0) € (End(V,) @ End(V3))"**,
and transfer factors
Aver : (End(V,) @ End(Vy))™** x End(V,)™* — C.
With these definitions, we say that
feCZ(End(V,) and fup € C°(End(V,) © End(Vy))
are smooth transfers (or match) if
SRO(fa,bs (0a;06)) = Arei((da, ), 6) RO™(f,6)

whenever (J4,0,) and ¢ match. Here SRO = RO" when x = 1 is the trivial character.
Our main result establishes the following matching of test functions.

Theorem 1.2. Let End(A,) C End(V},) be the compact-open subring of endomorphisms
of the lattice A, and let End(A,) @ End(Ay) be the analogous subring of End(V,) @
End(V3).

The characteristic functions 1gng(a,) and lgnaa,) © LEnd(a,) are smooth transfers of
each other.

This is the endoscopic fundamental lemma referred to in the title. It was conjec-
tured in [ |, where we proved the special case n = 2 and a = b = 1 via explicit
computation.
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Remark 1.3. In current work-in-progress, we expect to show that the entire stabilization
of the elliptic part of the relative trace formula follows from this result. This is entirely
analogous to the Arthur-Selberg trace formula: work of Waldspurger | , | and
Hales [ | reduced both the smooth transfer and fundamental lemma for the entire
Hecke algebra to the fundamental lemma for the Lie algebra. This final statement was
further reduced to the case of positive characteristic local fields in | |. Famously,
Ngb utilized the geometry of the Hitchin fibration to prove this last form in [ ].

Our proof is firmly planted in characteristic-zero harmonic analysis. Drawing from
several recent developments in a novel way, we show that this result follows from a new
fundamental lemma for an entire Hecke algebra in the context of the Lie algebra version
of Jacquet—Rallis transfer from [ ]. We then introduce a new comparison of relative
trace formulas to prove this fundamental lemma via spectral techniques.

1.3. Outline of the proof. The first part of our proof is a series of reductions, each
one replacing an explicit statement of matching of orbital integrals for another. In each
of these reductions, the varieties and groups involved in the orbital integrals change:
the argument deals with no less than 6 different types of orbital integral! The goal is to
obtain a statement to which global methods may be applied; this is the case for Theorem
1.6 below.

We outline these reductions in Figure 1.3 below, which indicates the relevant sections
for each component of the argument. Beginning in the lower left-hand corner, we are in
the context for Theorem 1.2. We recall the contraction map r,, : End(V,,) — Herm(V,,)
introduced in | |, where

Herm(V,,) = {y € End(V,,) : (yv,w) = (v,yw) for any v,w € V,, }

is the twisted Lie algebra for the quasi-split unitary group U(V;,). The terminology
“twisted” Lie algebra refers to the fact that

Lie(U(V,,)) = Herm(V,) - ¢,

where ¢ € E = F(e) is a generator such that £ = —e. In Section 3, we consider the
Hermitian symmetric space

Xn = (Resg/p GLy, / U(Vp)) (F) = {y € Herm(Vy,) : det(z) # 0}.

The contraction map translates Theorem 1.2 into a matching of orbital integrals for
non-standard test functions on X, that are not compactly supported. These functions
possess additional symmetries due to invariance properties of the endomorphism ring
End(A,), allowing us to study them in terms of the spherical Hecke algebra of the
symmetric space Hg, ,(X,) (see Section 3.3 for details). Here K, p = GL,(OF) is a
maximal compact subgroup and

Mo (Xn) = C(X,) P

A theorem of Hironaka | ] shows that this ring is a free H,, ,(GL,(£))-module of
rank 2"; in particular, there is a distinguished rank 1 sub-module given by the embedding
(see Section 3.3 for the notation)

—x1p: HKnE(GLn(E)) - %KnE(Xn)

Extension-by-zero gives an embedding of H, ;(X,) — CX(Herm(Vy)). Our first
reduction relies on a morphism of Hecke algebras related to a non-tempered version of
parabolic induction (see Section 3.2) to show that Theorem 1.2 follows from the following
result.
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Proposition 1.4. There is a morphism of Hecke algebras
by P MK, 5 (GLn(E)) = Hi, 5 (GLa(E)) ® Hi, 5 (GLy(E))
such that for any ¢ € Hg, ,(GLn(E)), the functions

e* 1o and Eqp)(p) * 1o
are smooth transfers with respect to endoscopic transfer for the twisted Lie algebra.
Here, {45 (¢) * 1o denotes the image of §qp) () in Hi, n(Xa) ® Hr, p(Xp) under the
analogous embedding. This implies Theorem 1.2.

This result gives new explicit endoscopic transfers of test functions on the twisted Lie
algebra, generalizing the fundamental lemma of Laumon and Ngo | ]. Moreover,
it plays the role of the fundamental lemma for the Hecke algebra for the relative trace
formula considered in | -

In order to establish Proposition 1.4, we utilize a recent alternative proof of the
existence of smooth transfer for the twisted Lie algebra due to Xiao [ . This
argument is indicated by the rectangle in the lower right of Figure 1.3. The arrows
denote the following relationships:

e evg: this arrow indicates the evaluation-at-0 map evo(F)(—) = F(—,0);
e JR: this arrow indicates the Jacquet—Rallis transfer between the spaces

Herm(Vy,) x Vy, and gl (F) x F™ x F,

where F,, = (F™)* is the space of 1 X n row vectors;
e PD: this arrow indicates Lie-algebraic parabolic descent of relative orbital inte-
grals.

Roughly speaking, the matching of orbital integrals comprising the endoscopic transfer
between Herm(V,,) and Herm(V,) ® Herm(V;) may be obtained from parabolic descent
of orbital integrals from gl,,(F) x F" x Fy to the Levi factor [[,_,, gli(F) x F' x F,
by applying the Jacquet—Rallis transfer of | | and then taking a limit to certain
non-regular orbits. We outline this argument in greater detail in Section 4.3. The new
tool for this proof is Xiao’s analysis of certain generalized nilpotent orbital integrals in
the context of the Jacquet—Rallis transfer. We review these notions in Sections 4.1 and
4.2

The upshot is that Proposition 1.4 follows if we can construct sufficiently many explicit
pairs of functions that a smooth transfers of each other with respect to the Jacquet—
Rallis transfer. To this end, we prove the following new fundamental lemma in the
context of Jacquet—Rallis transfer generalizing the Jacquet—Rallis fundamental lemma
of Yun | ]

Proposition 1.5. Let A, C V), be our self-dual lattice and set L, = O% x Op,,. Let
BC : Mk, »(GLn(E)) — Hk, »(GLy(F))

be the base change homomorphism of Hecke algebras. Then for any ¢ € H, ,(GLn(E)),
the functions

{((p * 10) ® lAn,O} and BC((,O) ®1z,
are smooth transfers of each other with respect to the Jacquet—Rallis transfer (16). This
implies Proposition 1./.

From a spectral perspective, the presence of the characteristic functions 15, and 1.,
in the above comparison is artificial and ought to be remedied if we hope to apply global
techniques to prove the result. Strikingly, the recently-explicated Weil representation
(I |; see also | |) of SLo(F') on the function spaces

C(Herm(V) x V) and CX(gl,(F) x F" x F,)
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FIGURE 1. Various spaces and the relations between their orbital integrals
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allows us to do this. We recall the details of these representations in Section 5. Beuzart-
Plessis recently used this structure to give a new proof of the Jacquet—Rallis fundamental
lemma for any residual characteristic. We carry out a similar computation to reduce
Proposition 1.5 to the final form of the fundamental lemma.

Theorem 1.6. Consider the Jacquet—Rallis transfer between the spaces
CX(Herm(V)) and C°(gl,(F));
see Section 4.1 for details. Then for any ¢ € Hr, ,(GLn(E)), the functions
{(#%10),0} and BC(p)

are transfers of each other with respect to the matching (20). This implies Proposition
1.5.

This is our final reduction of Theorem 1.2. Its proof is global, relying on a new
comparison of trace formulas. We refer to these trace formulas as the twisted Jacquet—
Rallis relative trace formulas as they arise by “switching the roles” of the unitary group
U(V,,) and the linear group GL,(F) in the original Jacquet—Rallis comparison. This
switching is explained in terms of orbits at the beginning of Part 2, and we refer the
curious reader there. While several spectral consequences of this comparison are known
by work of Feigon, Lapid, and Offen | | and Jacquet | | on unitary periods of
cusp forms, the resulting geometric comparison allows us to translate Theorem 1.6 into a
spectral problem, despite being a statement in the Lie algebra version of Jacquet—Rallis
transfer with ostensibly no spectral content.

This argument is the content of Part 2, which we have written to be essentially
self-contained. To avoid making this introduction overlong, we refer the reader to the
beginning of Part 2 for more details as the ideas and techniques used are rather dif-
ferent. We simply remark that the final piece is Theorem 11.1, which establishes the
fundamental lemma for the Hecke algebra for our comparison. This is the BC arrow in
Figure 1.3, indicating that base change is the functoriality underlying this comparison.

Below we introduce notations and conventions which are in force throughout both
Part 1 and Part 2. We caution the reader that notations adopted within the two parts
differ from one another in certain important aspects; we indicate these changes at the
start of the second part.

1.4. Acknowledgements. We want to thank Wei Zhang for several illuminating con-
versations and for encouragement regarding this work. We owe much to Jayce Getz for
his mentorship and for several helpful conversations. We also thank Raphaél Beuzart-
Plessis, Sol Friedberg, Ben Howard, Aaron Pollack, Ari Shnidman, Chen Wan, Jingwei
Xiao, and Michal Zydor for helpful conversations.

This work was partially supported by an AMS-Simons Travel Award and by NSF
grant DMS-1902865.

1.5. Preliminaries.

1.5.1. Invariant theory. For any field F' and any non-singular algebraic variety Y over
F with G an algebraic group over F' acting algebraically on Y, we set Y"® to be the
invariant-theoretic regular semi-simple locus. That is, x € Y7 := Y"*¥(F') if and only
if its G(F')-orbit is of maximal possible dimension and is closed as a subset of Y.

For z,a’ € Y% we say that 2’ is in the rational G-orbit of z if there exists g € G(F)
such that
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Fixing an algebraic closure F, z and 2’ are said to lie in the same stable orbit if g-x = 2’
for some g € G(F') and such that the cocycle
(0= g7'g7) € Z(F.G)
lies in Z1(F,GY), where GY C G, is the connected component of the identity of the
stabilizer of z in G. A standard computation (see | , Lemma 2.1.5]) shows that the
set Og () of rational orbits in the stable orbit of z are in natural bijection with
D(GY/F) := ker(H'(F,GY) — H'(F,Q)).
Here we ignore the dependence on G in the notation. There is a natural abelianization
of this pointed set
C(GL/F) = ker(Hy(F, G3) — Hyy(F,G)),
where H}, is abelianized cohomology in the sense of | ]. When GY is abelian (as
will be the case for us), then
Hl(F’ Gg}) = H;b(F’ Gg})a
and there is an injective map
D(Gy/F) = €(Gy/F).
When F' is non-archimedean, this injection is a bijection and Og(z) is naturally a torsor

over the abelian group D(GY/F) = ¢(GY/F).

1.5.2. Local fields. When F is a non-archimedean field, we set |- |r to be the normalized
valuation so that if w is a uniformizer, then

@' = #(Or/p) =g
is the cardinality of the residue field. Here p denotes the unique maximal ideal of Op.
For any quadratic étale algebra E/F of local fields, we set ne/p o F* — C* for the
character associated to the extension by local class field theory.
Throughout the article, all tensor products are over C unless otherwise indicated.

1.5.3. Groups and Hermitian spaces. For a field F' and for n > 1, we consider the
algebraic group GL,, of invertible n x n matrices. Suppose that E/F is a quadratic étale
algebra and consider the restriction of scalars Resg/, r(GL,). For any F-algebra R and
g € Resg,p(GLy)(R), we set
g—4g

to be the Galois involution associated to the extension E/F'; we also denote this invo-
lution by o¢. We denote by T,, C GL,, the diagonal maximal split torus, B, = T, IN,, the
Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices with unipotent radical N,. Set

X, = Xp(F) = {r € GL,(E) : ' = z}.
Note that GL,(F) acts on X, via
gxx =g2'g, x€X,, g€ GL,(E),

where ‘g denotes the transpose. We let V,, be a fixed set of orbit representatives. For
any x € X, set (-,-), to be the Hermitian form on E™ associated to x. Denote by V,
the associated Hermitian space and U(V,,) the corresponding unitary group. Note that
if g« = 2/ then
o
Ve 5V
is an isomorphism of Hermitian spaces. Thus, V, gives a set of representatives {V,, : x €

Vn} of the equivalence classes of Hermitian vector space of dimension n over E. When
convenient, we will abuse notation and identify this set with V,,. If we are working with
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a fixed but arbitrary Hermitian space, we often drop the subscript. For any Hermitian
space, we set

1.5.4. Measures and centralizers. Suppose now that E/F is an extension of local fields
and fix an additive character ¢ : F' — C*. By composing with the trace Trg/p, we
also obtain an additive character for E. We fix here our choice of Haar measures on the
groups involved, choosing to follow | | closely. This is primarily to aid in Part 2
of the paper; the main point for Part 1 is that our choices are normalized to give the
appropriate maximal compact subgroup volume 1 in the unramified setting.

For any non-singular algebraic variety Y over F' of dimension d and gauge form wvy,
the Tamagawa measure dyrgm of Y = Y (F) is defined by transferring the standard
Haar measure on F'¢ to Y by wy.

For the varieties we consider, we set our measure to be of the form dy = c(¢)d/ Ay dyTam.,
where

(v q™ : F non-archimedean and cond(¢) = w™Op,
C = .
la|p  : F archimedean and o (z) = %™ Tre/m(a),

For the other terms, we impose the choice that for any Y,
wResE/FY = P*(WY),

where p* is given in | , pg. 22]. We now fix wy:

e For Y = GL,,, we take wgr,, = % and take Aqgr,,, = [ L(¢, 1px ), where

for any character y : F'* — C*, L(s, x) is the local Tate L-factor. We also set
AIQGSE/F(C;LW,) = H?:l L(Z7 ]'EX )

e For Y = N for any unipotent subgroup of GL,,, we set wn = [[; dz;, where the
product ranges over the non-constant coordinate functions on N. We set Ax = 1.

dw y
e For Y = X, set wx, = %, and take Ax, = [[io; L(i,n""!), where
n = ng/r is the quadratic character associated to £ /F.

e For Y = U(V), we take wyy to be compatible with WResg g (GLy,) a0d WX,
Finally, we take Ayqy = [[;2; L(i, n'). In particular, the isomorphism

Xn= | | GL.(B)/U(V2)
TEVp,
is compatible with these measures.

When F is p-adic and v of conductor Op, our choice of measure gives K, := GL,(OF)
volume 1. When E/F is also unramified, the same holds for the maximal compact
subgroups K, g := GL,(Og) C GL,(E) as well as X,,(O) := GL,(OF) * I,,.

Finally, we consider the measures on regular semi-simple centralizers. Fix a Hermitan
form z and consider U(V') = U(V,). We will be interested in the twisted Lie algebra

Herm(V) ={§ € End(V) : (dv,u) = (v,du)}.

The group U(V) acts on this space by the adjoint action, and an element ¢ is regular
semi-simple if its centralizer is a maximal torus Ts C U(V'). To construct T5 note that
there is a natural decomposition

F[o] := F[X]/(chars(X)) = HFz
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where F;/F is a field extension and chars(X) denotes the characteristic polynomial of
0. Setting F; = F ®p F;, we have

Epl=][E=]] B~ [] o F.

1€S] i€S2
where S1 = {i: F; 2 E}.

Lemma 1.7. Let 6 € Herm(V') be regular semi-simple, let Ts denote the centralizer of
§ in UW). Then

Ts = Zu)(F)ELS]* /F[O],
where Zy vy (F) denotes the center of U(V). Moreover, H'(F,Ts) = []g, Z/2Z and

¢(Ts/F) = ker (H'(F,T5) — Hy(F,U(V))) =ker | [[Z2/2Z — /22 |,
S1

where the map on cohomology is the summation of the factors.
Proof. This is proved, for example, in | , 3.4]. O

Set Ts, = Zyw)(F) [Lies, £i*/F;* for the unique maximal compact subgroup of Ts.
We choose the measure dt on Ty giving this subgroup volume 1. We will study orbital
integrals over regular semi-simple orbits on several different varieties. We will always
use the measures introduced here to define invariant measures on these orbits. By a
slight abuse of notation, we will not acknowledge this in our notation.

Part 1. Endoscopic theory and reduction

In this first part, we recall the basic theory of endoscopy for the infinitesimal sym-
metric space from | |. We then state our main result in Theorem 2.10. In Section
3, we show that the main theorem follows from a fundamental lemma for an entire
Hecke algebra on the symmetric space X,. In Section 4, we use recent results relating
endoscopic transfer for unitary Lie algebras and Jacquet—Rallis transfer to translate the
problem into a statement about Jacquet—Rallis transfer. Finally, we use the Weil repre-
sentation on certain spaces of orbital integrals to reduce the statement to its final form
in Theorem 5.3. The proof of this final reformulation is the content of Part 2.

For the entirety of this part, F'is a non-archimedean local field and E/F is a quadratic
étale F-algebra. For the identity form I, € X,,, we set V,, := Vj, and note that when
E/F is unramified, then V,, is a split Hermitian space and U(V,,) is the quasi-split
unitary group.

2. THE RELATIVE ENDOSCOPIC FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA

In this section, we recall the basics of the theory of endoscopy for the infinitesimal

symmetric space; our reference is [ ]. We then state our main result in Theorem
2.10.

2.1. The Lie algebra of the symmetric space. Let W; and W5 be two Hermitian
spaces of dimension n over E. Setting W = W @ Ws, we consider the Lie algebra u(W)
of the rank 2n unitary group U(W). The differential of the involution o acts on u(W)
by the same action and induces a Z/2Z-grading

uw(W) =u(W)o @ u(W)y,

where u(W); is the (—1)*eigenspace of the map 0. We recall the basic properties of this
setting, referring the interested reader to [ , Section 3] for proofs.
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Lemma 2.1. We have natural identifications

u(W)() = u(Wl) D u(Wg), and u(W)1 = HomE(WQ, Wl).
Here U(W1) x U(Wa2) acts on u(W)1 by the restriction of the adjoint action. In terms
of W1 and Ws, the action is given by (g,h) - ¢ =gopoh 1. O

In particular, any element § € u(W); may be uniquely written

=5 = e V).

where X € Hompg(Ws, W) and where for any w; € W;
(Xwa,wy)1 = (w2, X wy)o.
For any such §, we denote by
Hs = {(h,g) € UW1) x UWs) : h™'ag = 2} C UWy) x U(Wa)
the stabilizer of é.
Define the regular semi-simple locus u(W)7** to be the set of 6 € u(W); whose orbit
under U(W71) x U(W2) is closed and of maximal dimension. In our present case, we have

u(W)1* = u(W) nu(W)™,

where u(WW)"% is the classical regular semi-simple locus of the Lie algebra. This is due
to the fact that the symmetric pair (U(W),U(W7) x U(W>) is geometrically quasi-split.

See | , Sec. 2| for more details on quasi-split symmetric spaces. In particular, if
d € w(W)i*, then Hjs is a torus of rank n.
Let

u(W)%° 2 Iso (W, W)
be the open subvariety of elements 6(X) where X : Wy — W is a linear isomorphism.
There are natural contraction maps r; : u(W); — Herm(V;) given by

H(O(X)) = {ﬁXX i, @)

Proposition 2.2. The map r := r1 intertwines the U(W1) action on u(W); and the ad-
joint action on Herm(Wh). Moreover, the pair (Herm(W1),r) is a categorical quotient

for the U(W2)-action on w(W);. O

The next lemma shows that the contraction map preserves centralizers over the non-
singular locus.

Lemma 2.3. The restriction of v to w(W)%° is a U(W3)-torsor. Moreover, for § €
u(W)i%°, we have an isomorphism

¢5 : Hs = Ty

given by (hy, ha) — hi. Moreover, ¢s induces an isomorphism between

D(H;/F) = D(Ty5)/F) (3)
where
D(H;/F) = ker (H'(F, Hs) — H'(F,UW;) x U(W>)))
and
D(T,(5)/F) = ker (H'(F, T,(5) — H'(F,U(Wh))) .
Proof. This is Lemma 3.9 of | |, where we note that we are currently restricting

to the non-archimedean setting and identifying
'D(H(;/F)QQ:(H(;/F) O
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The isomorphism (3) implies that there is a bijection of rational orbits Og(d) of
U(W7) x U(W>) inside the stable orbit of § and rational conjugacy classes of Herm(W7)
inside the stable conjugacy class of 7(d).

For f € C(u(W)1), and § € u(WW); a semi-simple element, we define the relative
orbital integral of f by

RO(f, ) = H F(hy'6hy)dhydhs.
Hs\U(W1)xU(W2)
Our primary tool for studying relative orbital integrals is to relate them via the contrac-

tion map to orbital integrals of non-standard test functions on the twisted Lie algebra
Herm(W7). The next lemma explains why this is effective for regular semi-simple orbits.

Lemma 2.4. | , Lemma 3.4] There is an inclusion w(W)7% C u(W)is.

This inclusion allows us to express relative orbital integrals at regular semi-simple
points in terms of classical orbital integrals.

Lemma 2.5. For f € C(w(W)1) and for x € (W) regular semi-simple, define

n(f)(r(xz)) = / flwu)d.

U(Wg)
We have the equality

RO(f.2) = | r(F)(g r(2)g)dg = Orb(n(f), r(x).
Tr(x)\U(Wl)

Proof. If x is a regular semi-simple element, then everything is absolutely convergent.

By Lemma 2.4, we know that x € u(W)%*°, so that Lemma 2.3 implies that

RO(f.z) = / n(f) (g~ r(@)g)dg.

Tr(x)\U(Wl)
U

2.2. Endoscopy for the twisted Lie algebra. Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 allow us to utilize
the contraction map to define endoscopic symmetric spaces for u(W); and the associated
transfer factors in terms of those for the twisted Lie algebra Herm (7). We briefly recall
the necessary facts from this theory. We refer the reader to | , Chapter 3] or | ]
for proofs of these facts.

2.2.1. Matching. An elliptic endoscopic datum for Herm(W7) is the same as a datum for
the group U(W1), namely a triple (U(V,) x U(V}), s,n) where a+b = n, with s € U(W7)
a semi-simple element of the Langlands dual group of U(W7), and an embedding

n:U(V,) x U(V) — U(W1)

identifying U (V,) x U(V4) with the neutral component of the centralizer of s.

Fixing such a datum, we consider the endoscopic Lie algebra Herm(V,) @ Herm(V}).
Let y € Herm(W1) and (ya, ys) € Herm(V,) & Herm(V;) be regular semi-simple. While
the general notion of matching orbits is involved, this situation has the following simple
characterization: if we identify the underlying vector spaces (but not necessarily the
Hermitian structures)

Wi =E"=V, 8V,
we have embeddings

Herm(Wy), Herm(V,) @ Herm (V) — gl (E).
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Then y and (yq,ys) match in the endoscopic sense if they are GL,(FE)-conjugate in
gl (E). This is well defined since the above embeddings are determined up to GL,,(E)-
conjugacy.

2.2.2. Orbital integrals. For y € Herm(W1)"™** and f € C°(Herm(W7)), we define the
orbital integral

Orb(f,y) = /T o flg~ yg)dg,

To an elliptic endoscopic datum (U (V,) x U(V}), s,n) and regular semi-simple element
y € Herm(W7), there is a natural character (see [ , Chapt. 3], for example)

Ii:'D(Ty/F) — C*.

Since we are in the non-archimedean setting, the set of rational conjugacy classes Og(y)
in the stable conjugacy class of y form a D(T,/F)-torsor, we have a map

inv(y, =) : Ost(y) — D(T,/F) (4)
trivializing the torsor by fixing the base point y. We then form the x-orbital integral
Orb™(f,y) = Y w(inv(y,y")) Orb(f,y).
y'~sty
When x = 1 is trivial, write SO = Orb".
In our case, the character x is easy to describe. For matching elements y and (yq, yp),
HY(PT,) =]]2z/22 = [] z/2Z x ] 2/22 = H'(F,T,, xT,,), (5)
A S1(a) S1(b)
where the notation indicates which elements of Sy arise from the torus T}, or T, .
Lemma 2.6. Consider the character & : HY(F,T,) — C* such that on each Z/2Z factor
arising from Si(a), K is the trivial map, while it is the unique nontrivial map on each
7.)27-factor arising from S1(b). Then
k= Elpr, /p)-
2.2.3. Smooth transfer. The final notion is the transfer factor of Langlands-Sheldstad
and Kottwitz. This is a function
A [Herm(V,) @ Herm(V3)]™** x Herm(W;)™** — C.
The general definition is subtle, though see | , Section 2| for formulas in our setting.
The two important properties are
(1) A((Ya>yp),y) = 0 if y does not match (y,,ys), and
(2) if y is stably conjugate to 3/, then

A((ya’ yb), y) OI‘bH(f, y) = A((yaa yb)a yl) OI‘bH(f, y/)
A pair of functions
feC(Herm(Wh)) and fop € C°(Herm(V,) & Herm(Vy))

are said to be smooth transfers (or matching functions) if the following conditions are
satisfied:

(1) for any matching elements regular semi-simple elements y and (yq, ys),

SO(faps (Yas v5)) = A((Yas y), y) Orb" (£, y);
(2) if there does not exist y matching (y,,yp), then

SO(fabs (Ya, yp)) = 0.
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The following theorem was first shown by combining | I, 1 |, and [ |; we
will outline an alternative proof due to | ] in Section 4.

Theorem 2.7. For any f € CZ(Herm(W1)), there exists a smooth transfer fqp €
C(Herm(Vy) @ Herm(Vy)).

2.3. Relative endoscopy for (U(W),U(W;) x U(W3)). Recall that V,, denotes our
fixed set of representatives of the GL,(E)-orbits on X,,. Since we only consider the
non-archimedean setting, |V,| = 2 for any n; we always assume that I, € V,.

In | |, we defined a relative elliptic endoscopic datum of u(WW); to be a quintuple

== (U(Va) X U(%)a&%%ﬁ)a

where (U(V,) x U(V}), s,m) is an elliptic endoscopic datum for U(W7) and « € V, and
B € V, are Hermitian forms on E¢ and E° respectively. We denote V,, = (E% a) and
Vg = (E®, 3). For such a datum, we consider the Lie algebras

u(V, @ V) and u(V, @ Vi),
and associated symmetric pairs
(U(Va) X U(Va),u(Va & Vo) and (U(Vs) x U (V) u(Vy & Vs)y).
The direct sum of these symmetric pairs gives an endoscopic (infinitesimal) sym-
metric pair associated to the datum. This space comes equipped with the contraction
map
Tap  W(Ve ® Vo)1 @ u(Vy & V)1 — Herm(V,) & Herm(V,)
(00, 0p) — (7(0a), 7(0b))
We say that a regular semi-simple element § € u(W)}** matches the pair
(0a,dp) € [u(Va ® Va)1 S u(Vp @ Vg)h]™
if r(0) € Herm(W1) and 74 5(dq,0) € Herm(V,) @ Herm (V) match in the sense of
Section 2.2.1. For matching elements (d,d5) and d, we define the transfer factor
Arel(((Sm 5b)7 5) = A(Ta,ﬁ((sm 55)7 7“(5)),
where the right-hand side is the Langlands-Shelstad-Kottwitz transfer factor the the
twisted Lie algebra from [ , Section 2.1.2].

2.3.1. Smooth transfer. Fix 6 € u(W)7*® and let E be a relative endoscopic datum.
Combining Lemma 2.3 with the construction of Section 2.2.2 gives a character

k:D(Hs/F) — C*,
with which we define the relative x-orbital integral to be
RO®(f,6) :== Y s(inv(5,8)RO(f,d),
&' ~std

where ¢’ runs over the set of rational orbits in u(W); in the stable orbit of § and

inv(d,48") := inv(r(5),r(5")).
Here, inv(r(d), —) is the invariant map (4). When s = 1, this is called the stable relative
orbital integral and denoted by SRO = RO!.

Definition 2.8. We say that f € C°(u(W);) and fo 3 € Cu(Vo @ Vo)1 @u(Vy® Vs)1)
match (or are smooth transfers) if the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) For any matching orbits § € u(W)7*® and (04, 6p) € [W(Vo® Vo)1 @u(Va®Vp)1]"%,
we have an identify

SRO(fa,Ba (5(17 5b)) = Arel((éaa 5b)7 5) ROK(fa 5) (6)
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(2) If there does not exist 6 matching (dq,dp), then SRO(fq 3, (0a,05)) = 0.

We conjectured that smooth transfers always exist in | , Conjecture 4.7], and
showed that transfers exist for many test functions.

Remark 2.9. Recall that u(1V); has two natural contraction maps (2). For the reader
concerned with canonicity, we remark that it is straightforward to show using the prop-
erties of the endoscopic transfer, Jacquet—Rallis transfer, and the Langlands-Shelstad-
Kottwitz transfer factors that these definitions are independent of our choice of contrac-
tion r = rq.

2.4. The endoscopic fundamental lemma. We now assume that E/F is an un-
ramified extension of non-archimedean local fields of characteristic zero. Suppose that
Vi, = W1 = Wh is split, and let A,, C Vi, be a self-dual lattice. In this case,

u(W)1 = HOIIlE(Vn, Vn) = End(Vn)

and the ring of endomorphisms End(A,,) C End(V},) of the lattice A,, is a compact open
subset. Let 1gpq(a,) denote the indicator function for this subset. This also induces a
hyperspecial maximal compact subgroup U(A,,) C U(V,).

Now suppose that = is an elliptic relative endoscopic datum. Under our assumptions,
we have V,, = V, @V}, and we fix an isomorphism by imposing A, = A, & A for
fixed self-dual lattices A, C V, and Ay C V}; this choice is determined up to U(A,) x
U(Ay)-conjugation. Our measures conventions in Section 1.5.4 ensure that the given
hyperspecial maximal subgroups of U(V},) x U(V},) and

(UVa) x U(Va)) x (U(Vy) x U(V3))

each have volume 1.
The following was conjectured in | ], and is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.10. (Relative fundamental lemma) If (o, B) = (Ia, I), the functions 1gnq(a,,)
and 1gnd(a,) ® 1End(A,) Match. Otherwise, 1gyq(a,) matches 0.

The proof of this statement follows a series of reductions, each of which changes the
orbital integrals involved and the comparison needed. These reductions take up the rest
of Part 1, culminating in Theorem 5.3.

3. A RELATIVE FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA FOR THE HECKE ALGEBRA

As an elementary first step, we use Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 to reduce the comparison of
relative orbital integrals in Theorem 2.10 to a countable number of explicit endoscopic
transfers for the twisted Lie algebra Herm(V;,).

To begin, note that Lemma 2.4 implies that for any = € u(W)}**,

r(z) € X, = {y € Herm(V,,) : det(y) # 0}.

This motivates the study of orbital integrals of special functions on the Hermitian sym-
metric space X,,, which we may view as elements of C2°(Herm(V,,)) via extension-by-
Zero.

To this end, we first define a morphism of certain Hecke algebras below. We then relate
this to the spherical Hecke algebra of the symmetric variety X, studied by Hironaka
[ ]. We then reduce Theorem 2.10 to a countable family of explicit transfers in this
context, which we show follow from a relative fundamental lemma for an entire Hecke
algebra.
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3.1. Endoscopy for X,. Set
X% = X, N Herm(V,)"*%;
this agrees with the invariant-theoretic notion of regular semi-simple locus of X, as a
U (V,,)-variety.
Fix an elliptic endoscopic datum (U (V,) x U(V;), s,n) for Herm(V,,) and let y € X%°.
Note that any element (yq,ys) € Herm(V,) x Herm(V,) matching y necessarily lies in

X, X Xp. Thus, it is reasonable to view X, x X as an endoscopic symmetric space
for X,,. In this way, an elliptic endoscopic datum of the symmetric space X, is just an

elliptic endoscopic datum (U(V,) x U(V3), s,n) for Herm(V,,).

3.2. A morphism of Hecke algebras. Assume for the remainder of the section that
E/F is unramified. Recall that ¢ = ¢ is the cardinality of the residue field of E.

We now construct the map of Hecke algebras which arises in the fundamental lemma
of Hecke algebras stated below. Let H, ,(GLy(E)) denote the spherical Hecke algebra
of GL,(E). For any (s1,...,s,) € C", we recall the Satake transform

Sat(f)(sl,...,sn) /GL H‘ Z‘SZ 2 (n+1— 22 g, (7)

where g = nak is the Iwasawa decomp081t10n of g, dg is our chosen measure from Section
1.5.4, and
a1
a= e T,(E).
Qn
This gives an algebra isomorphism
Sat - HKnyE(GLn(E)) -~ (c[q:l:QSl7 o ’quSn]Sn.

Setting t; = ¢~2%, t = diag(ty,...,t,) € T, GL,(C) is an element of the diagonal
split torus in the dual group of GL,(FE), and

Clg™,...,¢*" = CIT,| = C[Z",..., Z;"],
where
3]

Suppose now that n = a +b. Let P,y = My Nup C GL, be the standard
parabolic subgroup of GL,, such that M = GL, X GLy. On the dual group side,
consider the embedding

GLo(C) x GLy(C) — GL,(C)

where pg(t) = |t|sE/2 for any t € E* and s € C. If m K 7y is a smooth irreducible repre-
sentation of Mg p) (E), this map of dual groups corresponds to the parabolic induction

w1 X mg — Indgizgfg) (71 (up o det) K o (g o det))

where Ind ';()@) is normalized induction. Note that this induction functor does not

send tempered representations to tempered representations.
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Restricting to unramified representations, this induces a dual map on Hecke algebras
§(ap) : Hic, 5 (GLn(E)) — HEk, 5 (GLa(E)) @ i, 5 (GLy(E)).
The following lemma makes this map explicit.

Lemma 3.1. Define the parabolic descent fFen e CE (M) (E)) to be

fPen (my,mg) = 5}3/2b (mhmz)/ / f (k ( m1 > “k1> dkdn,
(@) Na,p)(E) J K’ 2

where the measures are normalized as in Section 1.5.4 and

5P(a,b)(

—a

my,my) = | det(my)|F| det(mz)|z".

is the modular character of P, ) (E).
Then the morphism §qp) of spherical Hecke algebras is given as follows: let f €
Hip (GLn(E))

E(a) () (m1,ma) = pp(det(my))pa(det(mg)) f7eb (my,my),

where pis : EX — C* for s € C is the unramified character ps(t) = ]t!SE/Q.

Proof. This expression is a direct consequence of the Satake isomorphism (see | ],
for example). O

Using the Satake transform, this morphism gives a morphism
€ap) : ClTn)" — C[T.)% @ C[Ty]%

that fits into a commutative diagram

HKn,E (GLn (E)) Sat » C [Tn]sn
lé(a,b)

lf(a,b)

i, 5 (GLa(E)) ® Mg, ,(GLy(E)) —2* C[T]% @ C[T].
We choose variables {X;} and {Y;} normalized analogously to (8) so that
C[T,)% ® C[T)% = C[XT, ... XE5 @ C[Y{, ... Y, F]™.
Lemma 3.2. The morphism é(a,b) s the restriction to symmetric polynomials of the
morphism
Clzfh,..., ZF — CIXTh . XF e Oy, . v
¢ bX; 1< a
Zi >
q Y, ¢ i>a+1.

Proof. Let A be a dominant coweight of T,,(E) C GL,(E) and recall (see [ , Pg.
299]) that

Sat(lKn’Ew)‘Kn’E) = q<)\72p>P)\(Zl7 e 7Z7L7 q_2)7

where we remind the reader that ¢ is the cardinality of the residue field of F'. Here,

. A A Ty —t:l?j
Py(x1,...,zp;t) = V(1) E ozt I | —_—
ZT; —wj

oc€Snh )‘i>)\j

is the A-th Hall-Littlewood polynomial, where V(¢) is an explicit rational function
int| , pg. 208]. It is well known that these polynomials give a Z-basis for
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Z|t] [mI—Ll, ., xH]% 5o it suffices to compute fab) on these polynomials. A key point
is that Py is homogeneous of degree |A|.
By | , Proposition 4.3 (2)], parabolic descent on the spherical Hecke algebra

Hr, p(GLy(E)) is dual to restriction to the Levi subgroup

(")

We see that the parabolic descent f — fF@b in Lemma 3.1 corresponds under the
Satake transform to

P\(Z1,. .o Zn;q %) — PA(X1, ... Xo, Y1, Vi q72)
under the Satake transform. This latter polynomial lies in the span of the products
Po(X1,... X307 %) - Ps(V1, ..., Yosq72)

where « is a partition of length a, § is of length b, and |A| = |a| + |5|. The coefficients
of this expansion are well known (these may be derived from | , IIT (5.5)], for
example). To simplify notation for the moment, we will write

Po(Xi:q72) i= Pou(X1, ... Xa3q72)

and similarly for other polynomials.

For \ € PJd, we may write Py (X;,Yj;¢?) as a sum
Z Pdavdbv X Y ) (10)
da+dy=d
where
dea,all77 (Xu ji9q Z Z caﬁ _2) 'PB(}/}';Q_Q)7
aeP+d pep; Jdy

for certain coefficients ¢, 5(\) € C, is the (dy, dy)-homogeneous part of Py(X;,Yj;q72).
The inverse Satake transform takes this decomposition to an expression

P,
(a,b) _
1Kn,EW)‘Kn,E - Z fda,db
do+dp=d

for some fq,.4, € Hi, z(GLi(E)) ® H, (GLy(E)). In particular, for any pair («, 8),
we have

P,
1 (@ @") = fial, 8 (@ @°).

Kn,EwAKn,E
By Lemma 3.1, it follows that
Eat) (L, paric, ) (@ @) = g7l Ble g g (0, ).
The commutativity of (9) thus implies
San)(PA(Zizg®) = D ¢ g * Py, g, 0 (X0, Yjiq7?)

da+dy=d

> Piapa(a " Xiq " Yiq7?)
do+dy=d

Comparing with (10), this proves the claim. O
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3.3. The spherical Hecke algebra for X,,. The group GL,,(FE) acts on X, via twisted
conjugation: for any g € GL,(F) and y € X,

9%y =9y'g.
It follows from [ | that the K, g-orbits on X, are
X, = |_| K, g * o, (11)

AEP,
where

wM

o = :
An

and

P, = {)\: (Al,)\g,...,)\n) ez N> > )\n}
The GL,,(E)-action on X,, induces an action of GL,(F) on C°(X,,) given by
g* f(y) = f(g" *y), forany fe€CX(X,), g€ GL,(E) and y € X,.

Set Hr, ,(Xn) := C(X,)%nE to be the vector space of K, g-invariant functions. This
is known as the spherical Hecke algebra of the symmetric space X,,. Set 1, to be the
indicator function of the orbit K, g * ™. The above orbit decomposition implies that
{Ix}rep, is a C-basis for Hg, ,(X,). Note that with this notation

10 = ]‘Xn(OF)'
The spherical Hecke algebra H, ,(GL,(E)) acts on this space by

£ dly) = /G F(a~1)é(g * y)dg.

The induced H,, ,(GLy(E))-module structure of H, ,(Xp) is well understood thanks
to the work of Hironaka.

Proposition 3.3. | , Theorem 2] As an Hg, ,(GL,(E))-module, the spherical
Hecke algebra Hy,, ,(Xy) is free of rank 2".

In particular, we have a distinguished rank 1 sub-Hg, ,(GL,(F))-module given by
the embedding

—*1o: Hi, ,(GLy(E)) — Hinn (Xn)
f —  fx1g.

Suppose now that (U(V,) x U(V}), s,n) is an elliptic endoscopic datum of X,,. By a
slight abuse of notation, we also denote the map

HKU,,E(GLG(E)) ® HKb,E(GLb(E)) - HKa,E(Xa) ® HKb,E(Xb)
fa®fb — (fa*10)®(fb*10)
by — * 1¢. Much of this paper consists of the proof of the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.4. For any ¢ € Hr,, ;(GL,(E)), the functions o * 1o and §qp)(p) * 1o are
smooth transfers of each other in the sense of Theorem 2.7.

Remark 3.5. In proving Proposition 3.3, Hironaka introduces the spherical Fourier trans-
form which she uses to give an isomorphism of H, ,(GL,(£))-modules,

H: HKn,E(Xn) = Hr, (GLn(F)),



20 SPENCER LESLIE

where the module structure on the right being induced by the (injective) base change
homomorphism

BC : g, p(GLy(E)) — Hi, (GLn(F)).
The algebra structure on Hg, ,(X,) is given via transfer of the algebra structure of
Hk, (GL,(F)) via H. In particular, we have a commutative diagram of Hr,, 5 (GL,(E))-
modules,

HEK, z(GLn(E))
M, 5(Xn) u i, (GL(F)).

Remark 3.6. It is tempting to extend the statement of Theorem 3.4 to the entire Hecke
algebra Hg, (X»). Indeed, using the spherical Fourier transform of Hironaka, we may
extend the morphism &, ) to a module homomorphism

g(a,b) : %KnE‘(Xn) - HKa,E(Xa) ® HKb,E (Xp),

and conjecture that for any ¢ € Hr, (Xn), §ap)(¢) is a smooth transfer in the sense
of Theorem 2.7. This should play the role of the full fundamental lemma for the relative
trace formula for the Galois pair (GL,(E),U(V,,)).

To make this precise, we would need to deal with several complications not germane
to our current discussion. For example, preliminary calculations suggest augmenting the
Langlands-Shelstad-Kottwitz transfer factors in a precise way for such a generalization
to hold. We plan to return to this in a future paper.

3.4. The initial reduction. We now show that Theorem 3.4 implies the relative endo-
scopic fundamental lemma. Let 1gyq(a,) and 1gnqa,) ® 1End(a,) b€ as in the statement
of Theorem 2.10.

Set ®" := ri1gpq(a,)- This gives a non-standard test function on X, that is not com-
pactly supported. Nevertheless, it is almost-compactly supported in that if we consider
the decomposition of X, into disjoint closed (in the Hausdorff topology) subsets

Xn=| | Xna Xna={heX,:|det(h)|r=q ",
deZ
and set ®f = ®" - 1x, ,, then & € C°(X,,) for all d € Z.

Lemma 3.7. We have ® = 0 if d is odd or d < 0. If d > 0, there exist integers

ay € Z>q such that
b= > axly,

+
)\EPn’Qd

where

Pl = {)\:(Al,...,)\n) eP,:N\>0, and Z)\i:Qd}.

Proof. Since supp(®") C r(End(A,,)), if z € supp(®"), then det(z) € Nmg,r(Or)\ {0}
Our assumption that E/F is unramified now implies the vanishing statement. Now for
any g € Ky g,

d"(gr(z)'g) = / 1gnd(A,) (gzh)dh = / 1End(An) (Th)dh = @™ (r(z)).
U(Vn) U(Vy)

Thus, ®" is constant on K, g-orbits of X,,. The lemma now follows from the K, g-orbit
decomposition (11). O

A corollary of this and Lemma 2.5 is the following restatement of Theorem 2.10.
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Corollary 3.8. Theorem 2.10 holds if and only if for every d € Z>g, the functions
opy and Y Y, ® B,
do+dy=d

match in the sense of Theorem 2.7.

Proof. This follows in a straightforward fashion from our previous discussion and Lemma
2.5. U

To relate this corollary to Theorem 3.4, we record the following elementary lemma.
Lemma 3.9. For ¢ € Hk, ,(GL,(E)), one has
ri(¢) = ¢ * 1.

Proof. First we prove the claim for ¢ = 1f, .. In this special case, it is immediate that
1k, p * 1o = 1. On the other hand,

r!(lKn’E)(XXT) :/ lKn’E(Xu)du.
U(Va)

The right-hand side is only non-zero if there exists u € U(V},) such that Xu € K,, g. This
implies that the left-hand side is non-zero only if XX € K,, g * I,,. Since ri(1 Ko, ») €
Hk, p(Xn), we must have (1, ,) = clo for some constant ¢ € C. Since our measure
conventions give U(A,,) = U(V,,) N K, g volume 1, we check that

¢=n(lx, ,)(1) = /U(V g ) = vl (U () =

proving the claim for ¢ = 1k, .
In general, if ¢ € Hg, ,(GL,(F)), then for any other ¢1 € Hg,, ,,(GLn(E)),

b (o) (XX7) = / o(g~ ) (1) (X X7tg)dg

GLn(E)

/GLn(E / o D1 (g X u)dudg
_ / (6 % d1)(Xu)du = 11 (¢ % d1) (X XT),
U(Vyn)

where ¢ * ¢1 denotes the convolution product.
Setting ¢1 = 1k, 5, and using the H, ,(GL,(£))-module structure, we find that

(@) = r (o * 1Kn,E) = ¢*7°!(1Kn,E) =¢*(1k, , * 1) = (¢ * 1Kn,E) x1g= ¢ *1g
O

Proposition 3.10. Theorem 3.4 implies Theorem 2.10.

Proof. Set 14 = ZAGPZ,d 1k, porK, - Combining the definition of ®5; with Lemma
3.9,
(I)gd = T‘!(]_d) = ]-d * 10.

If we assume the statement of Theorem 3.4, Corollary 3.8 implies that it suffices to show
that

fapya) = D 14, ®1g,. (12)

da+dy=d

We claim this follows if we can show that

Sat(ld)( _qd(n 1) Z Z HZA d(n—1) Z Z ZG()\) (13)

Aep) oS i=1 Aep)  o€Sn
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for all non-negative integers n and d. To see that this suffices, note that the above sum

equals
qd(nfl) Z Zm’

meLj

where Zy = {m € Z%,: ), m; = d} and
=11z
i
On the other hand, (13) implies that for each d, + dp = d,

Sat (1, ® 14,) (X3, Y;) = qda(a71)+db(b71) Z Z Z Z Xoa(a)yob(ﬁ)’

aeP:’da ﬁeP;db 0a€Sq opESY

which may be expressed as

gla(a=1)+dy(b-1) Z Z xayb

a
aEZ a,t bEan i

There is a bijection

b ~
S, < dat © Zdw) — L

da+dy—d
(a,b) — aUb,

where U denotes concatenation. Applying this and Lemma 3.2 to
Sat(14) € spang {P)\(Zi;q_z) tAE P:Lfd} ,
the equality (13) implies that

€ (Sat(10))(X;,Y;) = ¢¥n=D) N7 grdebgmda 7 KN xayb

do+dp=d aezga+bgz

+
_ Z o@D+ (b-1) Z Z xayb
da+dyp=d a€Zj, | berly |
Y. Sat(lg, ®14,) (X:,Y)).
da+dyp=d

By the commutativity of (9), this is equivalent to (12).
To prove (13), we use (7) and the Iwasawa decomposition on GL,(E) to compute
that

Sat(14)(Z1, ..., Zn) = Y ¢ 2> / 14(uw?)du,

AEZ™ Nn(E)
where N, (FE) is the E-points of the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup B, (E) C
GL,,(E) of upper triangular matrices. A standard computation (see | , Section 6))
shows that
212X . e Pt
/ 14(uw)du = 1 n,d?
Ny (E) 0 : otherwise.

Therefore, since (A, 2p) + > ,(i — 1)2\; =2d(n —1)/2 = d(n — 1), we get
Sat(Ly) = ) 3 3 770, .

)\ep:’d gESy



RELATIVE ENDOSCOPIC FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA 23

4. NILPOTENT ORBITAL INTEGRALS AND THE SECOND REDUCTION

In this section, we reduce Theorem 3.4 to a statement of explicit transfers in the
context of the Lie algebra version of the Jacquet—Rallis transfer. This relies on recent
results of Xiao relating endoscopic transfer for the twisted Lie algebra to germ expansion
of orbital integrals in the context of the Jacquet—Rallis transfer. We recall the funda-
mental notions and results in the next section, review the main result of Xiao in Section
4.2, and execute the reduction in Section 4.3.

4.1. Jacquet—Rallis transfer and fundamental lemma. Let E/F be a quadratic
extension of non-archimedean local fields and let V' be an arbitrary n-dimensional Her-
mitian space. The linear side of the Lie algebra version of the Jacquet—Rallis comparison
is
gl (F) x F™" x Fy,
where F,, = (F™)* is the vector space of 1 x n row vectors. We consider the diagonal
action of GL,(F') on this space. The unitary side of Jacquet—Rallis transfer considers
the space
Herm(V) x V,
with the diagonal action of U(V).
4.1.1. Linear side. We define the invariants of (z,v,v*) € gl,(F) x F" x F,, to be
x(z,v,v*) = (a,b) € F™ x F" with
a; = coefficient of ¢ in det(tI — x), and b; = v*(z'v).

An element (z,v,v*) is regular semi-simple if and only if

det (((v*,x”jv»i’j) # 0.

Moreover, the stabilizer of a regular semi-simple element is trivial and two regular semi-
simple elements have the same invariants if and only if they are in the same GL,,(F')-orbit

[

For f € C>(gl,(F) x F™ x F,), we consider the orbital integrals
OO ((f, (w,0,0%)) = [ f(Ad(g)a,gv.e”g (o).
GLn (F)

where 7 = 1 /p is the quadratic character associated to E//F'. This gives a (GLy(F), n)-
invariant distribution. To compare with unitary orbital integrals, we multiply by the

transfer factor w introduced in | , Section 3]. This function is defined for any
regular semi-simple (z,v,v*) as

w(z,v,v*) =7 (detfv|zv]...|2" 1v]), (14)
where [v|zv]| ... |2" '] denotes the n x n matrix with columns z'v for i = 0,1,...,n—1.

4.1.2. Unitary side. We similarly associate to an element (y,w) € Herm(V) x V the
invariants yv (y,w) = (a,b), where

a; = coefficient of ' in det(tI — ), and b; = (w, z'w)y.

It is clear that these values lie in F. For f € C°(Herm(V) x V'), we consider the orbital
integrals
O (f ) = [ p(adol. guids.
uw
As in the linear case, the stabilizer of a regular semi-simple element is trivial and two

regular semi-simple elements have the same invariants if and only if they are in the same
U(V)-orbit.
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4.1.3. Transfer. Two regular semi-simple elements (z,v,v*) € gl,(F) x F" x F, and
(y,w) € Herm(V') x V are said to match if their invariants agree. It is helpful to view
this matching invariant theoretically.

Suppose that A is the categorical quotient gl,, x G} x (GI)* by GL,. There is a
natural isomorphism of affine varieties (see | , Proposition 2.2.2.1))

A=gl, x G" x (G")*//GL, = Herm(V) x V//U(V) = A*™

where here A denotes the affine line over F.

The image of the regular locus is an open subvariety A™* C A, and for any a €
A"#5(F'), the inverse image of a in gl,,(F') x F™ x F,, consists of a single GL,,(F')-orbit.
On the other hand, the preimage of a in Herm(V) x V is either empty or a single
U(V)-orbit. On F-points, this gives a bijection of regular semi-simple orbits | ]:

[GL,(F)\gl(F) x F™ x F,]"* ~ |_| [UV)\Herm(V) x V], (15)
VeV,
Here V € V, runs through our representatives of the isomorphism classes of non-
degenerate Hermitian spaces of dimension n.

We say that functions f € C2°(gl, (F)x F"x F,) and { fy }v with fiy € C>°(Herm(V')x
V') are said to be Jacquet—Rallis transfers if for any matching regular semi-simple ele-
ments (z,v,v*) and (y,w), the following identify holds

w(z,v,07) Orb S I(f, (2, v,0%)) = Orb V) (fy, (y, w)). (16)
The existence of smooth transfer follows from Theorem 4.2 below.
4.1.4. A variant. In Section 5 below, we will need to also consider a slight variant of the
preceding set-up, which is the version of the Jacquet—Rallis transfer for the Lie algebra

considered by [ ]
To this end, note that there is a natural embedding of GL,,(F')-modules

gl (F) x F™" X F, — gl (F)
(x’v’/v*)'_)<’l}1:k 8)’

where GL,,(F') acts on gl,4+1(F) via the adjoint action as a subgroup of GL,4+1(F). In
particular, we have an isomorphism of GL, (F')-representations

C (g1 (F)) = C(glu(F) x F" x F,) ® CZ°(F). (17)

Similarly, for an n-dimensional Hermitian space V there is a natural embedding of
U(V')-modules

Herm(V) x V. — Herm(V & Eep)

= (Wl o).

where we impose that (ep,eg) = 1 and that the sum is direct. As in the linear case, this
induces an isomorphism of U(V')-representations

C®(Herm(V @ Eeg)) = CX(Herm(V) x V) @ C°(F). (18)

Noting that the spaces on the right-hand sides of (17) and (18) are related by the
matching of orbital integrals (16), we extend the notion of matching functions to one
between C°(gl,(F)) and C°(Herm(V;,)) compatible with these isomorphisms.

More specifically, we say that

Xz v
XZ(U* d>eg[n+1(F)
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and
y w
Y = € Herm(V @ Ee
( <w’_>V A ) ( 0)
match (resp. are regular semi-simple) if (z,v,v*) matches (y,w) and d = X (resp. if
(z,v,v*) and (y,w) are regular semi-simple in the sense of Section 4.1).
For f € C>®(gl,+1(F)), we consider the orbital integrals

Orb @t )(f, X) = /GL (F)f(Ad(g)X)n(g)dg, for X' € glyy1(F)"™.

For any X € gl,+1(F)"**, we define the transfer factor w : gl,11(F)"** — C to be
w(X) =n(detlep+1|Xenti]. . | X ent1]) s (19)

where
eni1 ='0,...,0,1] € F"*1
For fy € C°(Herm(V @ Eep)), we consider the orbital integrals

Orb?’ V) (fy,Y) = / fv(Ad(h)Y)dh, for Y € Herm(V @ Eey)".
U(v)

The functions f and {fy }vey, are said to be Jacquet—Rallis transfers if for any regular
semi-simple X € gl,,11(F) and Y € Herm(V @ Eep) that match, we have

w(X) OrbCLaEn(r xy = Orb’ V) (fy,, V). (20)

Remark 4.1. There are now two notions of “Jacquet—Rallis transfer.” These are on
different spaces, so it will always be clear in context which comparison is meant. Nev-
ertheless, to ensure that this does not cause confusion, we will refer to Jacquet—Rallis
transfer in the sense of (16) or (20) to specify which is intended.

We now state the two main results in this theory: the existence of Jacquet—Rallis
transfers and the fundamental lemma for the Lie algebra. We note that the results of
Part 1 do not rely on either of these results, though both are crucial to Part 2.

Theorem 4.2. | | For any f € C°(glp+1(F)), there exists a transfer {fv}vey, -
Conversely, for any {fv }v, there exists a transfer f.

Assume now that E/F is an unramified extension of p-adic fields and assume V =V,
is our fixed split Hermitian form.

Theorem 4.3. | | The functions 1y, . (0r) @8 {1yerm(v, @ EBeo)(0r), 0} are Jacquet—
Rallis transfers.

Remark 4.4. This theorem was first proved by Yun for characteristic p local fields when
p > n+1 and transferred to characteristic zero by Gordan in | |, provided the resid-
ual characteristic sufficiently high. Recently, Beuzart-Plessis gave a remarkable proof of
this statement in characteristic zero with arbitrary residual characteristic | ].

4.2. Nilpotent orbital integrals. We recall some results from | ] that we use in
the sequel. Roughly speaking, one may recover rk-orbital integrals on the twisted Lie
algebra Herm(V') as limits of the orbital integrals discussed in the previous sections by
studying certain singular orbits in the context of Jacquet—Rallis transfer.

Recall from Section 1.5.4 that for a regular semi-simple element § € Herm(V'), there
is a decomposition

F[o] := F[X]/(chars(X)) = HFz
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where F;/F is a field extension and chars(X) denotes the characteristic polynomial of
§. Setting Sy = {i: F; 2 E}, we have H'(F,T;) = s, Z/2Z. Recall that the subgroup
D(Ts/F) ¢ H'(F,Ts) parametrizes rational conjugacy classes in the stable conjugacy
class Og(0). Let S be the union of these conjugacy classes and the set of conjugacy
classes O C Herm(V') that are Jacquet-Langlands transfers of §, where V' represents
the other isomorphism class of n dimensional Hermitian space over F'.

Proposition 4.5. | , Proposition 3.8] There is a natural H'(F, Tj)-torsor structure
on S extending the above classical D(Ts/F)-torsor structure. In particular, there is a
natural bijection between S and [[g, Z/27.

Now fix a regular semi-simple element (z,v,v*) € gl,,(F) x F" x F,,, and let F[z] =
L%, Fi, {1,...,m} = S1 U S, be as above. Then T, = F[z]* is the centralizer of x in
GL,(F), and we define Ty = [];cq, F-

The action of x on F™ induces the decomposition

m
F =M,
i=1

where M; = F; - F". We similarly have F,, = @, M. With these decompositions,

write v = (v1,...,0p) and v* = (v],..., v} ). The assumption that (z,v,v*) is regular
semi-simple implies that v; # 0 and v} # 0 for all i.

For any subset ¥ C Sy, let vy denote the vector where

S v, 1EXN
P00 e (SI\D)US,y

and likewise for vs.

For any f € C®(gl,(F) x F" x F,,) and ¥ C Si, define the generalized nilpotent
orbital integral

OrbCSLrN(f (2, 05,05, 5)) =

FAd(g)z, gtvs, vg st g D [T 161° T 16l n®)n(g)dt dg,

/GLn(F) /Ty Ty iex i€S1\2 5=0

where t; € F;* and the integral is understood in terms of a natural meromorphic con-
tinuation. The point is that the subsets of S; are in canonical bijection with certain
non-regular orbits in gl,(F') x F™ x F,,, and these nilpotent orbital integrals are natural
(GL,,(F'),n)-invariant distributions supported on these orbits.

On the other hand, for any ¢ € F[z]*, there exists a unique space Herm(V;) x
V¢ containing a regular semi-simple orbit matching (x,v,v*(); denote by (d¢,w¢) a
representative of this orbit. Set (4, w) := (1, w1).

Lemma 4.6. | , Lemma 4.6] The map ¢ — &¢ defines a bijection of H'(F,Ty)-
torsors
Flz]* /Nmp)/pa(Elz]*) = S = H'(F,T;).

(]

Associate to the subset ¥ C Sy the element of ¥ = (3;) € [[g, Z/2Z by setting ¥; = 1

if i ¢ ¥ and 0 otherwise. Then for any (§,w) € Herm (V) x V matching (z,v,v*), we
obtain a character

wy : HY(F,Ts) — C*
T

)
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where () = #{i ¢ ¥ : (; ¢ Nmpg, /5, (E;)}. It is evident that all characters r €
H(F,Ts)* arise in this fashion for some ¥ C S;. This motivates the following germ
expansion, relating these generalized nilpotent orbital integrals and x-orbital integrals
on the twisted Lie algebra Herm(V).

Theorem 4.7. | , Theorem 4.7] Suppose that f and {fy}v are smooth transfers
with respect to the Jacquet—Rallis transfer of (16) . Then for any regular semi-simple
(z,v,v*) € gl,(F) x F™ x F,, we have the equality

w(z, v, v*) OrbGEnE)n( £, (z, 05, V5\x)) = Z fiz(()/ fv.(Ad(g)d¢,0)dg,
ces U(Ve)/Ts,
where w is the transfer factor in (14) and (6¢,w¢) € Herm(Ve) x V.
Note that the right-hand side is essentially a x-orbital integral of the function fy(—,0) €
C°(Herm(V)). One caveat is that this sum is over S, rather than conjugacy classes in

a single stable orbit of Herm(V'). In particular, to recover a k-orbital integral on V', we
must apply the Jacquet—Langlands transfer to the function fy-.

4.3. The second reduction. Returning to the context of Theorem 3.4, we assume
that F//F is unramified and recall the diagram

M, »(GLo(E))
M, »(Xn) 2 Mk, (GL(F)),

where H denotes the isomorphism given by Hironaka. Fix the self-dual lattice A,, =
O% C V, and the lattice £, = O% x Op,, C F" x F},. Let 1, and 1., be the indicator
functions. Extension-by-zero gives an embedding

Hi, 5 (Xn) = CZ(Herm(V));
composing this with tensor multiplication by 14, gives
Hi, 5 (Xp) — CZ(Herm(V,,) x Vy,)
[ flh, = f®1,,.

We similarly embed H, (GL,(F)) in C°(gl,(F) x F™ x F,,) using 1.,. These latter
two spaces are related by the Jacquet-Rallis transfer in the sense of (16).

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that for any ¢ € Hr,, ,(GL,(E)), the functions
{(p*19)1n,,0} and BC(p)1,,
are Jacquet—Rallis transfers in the sense of (16). Then Theorem 3.4 follows.

Proof. Fix an elliptic endoscopic datum (U(V,) x U(V}), s,n) for X,,, matching regular
semi-simple elements y € X,, and (yq,yp) € Xq X Xp, and let x : D(T,/F) — C* be the
associated character. We recall the construction of endoscopic transfer for the twisted

Lie algebra Herm(V,,) from | |. Consider the diagram
Herm(Vy) 55— Herm(V,) x V, — B g1, (F) x F" x F,

lPD

Herm(Va) & Herm(Vy) 4o [limay Herm(Vi) x Vi <255 T, , ali(F) x F' x F;.

Here, the arrows indicate relations between certain orbital integrals as follows:
e evy: this arrow indicates the map evo(F)(—) = F(—,0);
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e JR: this arrow indicates the Jacquet—Rallis transfer;
e PD: this arrow indicates parabolic descent of relative orbital integrals.
Fixing f € C°(Herm(V,)), we will construct an endoscopic transfer f,; of f. Choose
F € CX(Herm(V,,) x V,,) such that evg(F) = f and let ¢ € C°(gl,,(F) x F™ x F},) be
a Jacquet—Rallis transfer of {F,0}.
We now describe the parabolic descent that arises in the above diagram.

Definition 4.9. Let P, ) = M4 N4 be the standard maximal parabolic subgroup
of GL,,(F') with Levi factor M(, ) = GL, x GLjp, unipotent radical N, ), and set p, ) =
Lie(Pp) (F)). For a function ¢ € C(gl,(F) x F" x Fy), denote by ¢P := ¢P@@ the
following Lie-algebraic parabolic descent of ¢ to [],_ ab gli(F) x F' x Fy:

#*((m1,ma),v,v") :/ / ¢ </<7 < m nZLQ ) k1> kv, v* k™Y dkdn,
Nap) Y Kn

where n(a,b) = Lie(N(a,b)).

Returning to the argument, denote by ¢P the parabolic descent of ¢ to [[,_, , gli(F) X
F' x F;. We now use the Jacquet-Rallis transfer on both lower rank spaces to obtain
four functions

Fg:g € CF(Herm(Vy) x Vo x Herm(V3) x Vg),
where o € V, and 8 € V. Set

fa:g = evo(FS,’Z) € C(Herm(Vy x Herm(Vp)).

«

Finally, if fgbﬁ denotes the Jacquet—Langlands transfer to Herm(V,) @ Herm(V}) then

define -
fap =D ()M ol
a,B

where k(a, ) is the number of the forms {«, 5} that are split. Theorem 6.1 of | ]
asserts that f,; is an endoscopic transfer of f.

Now let ¢ € H, (GL,(E)). To prove the Proposition, we apply this approach to the
matching functions {(p *19)1a,,0} and BC(p)1lz, . Set F' = pl,, so that evy(F) = .

Fix now an auxiliary element w € V,, so that (y, w) is regular semi-simple in Herm/(V,,) x
V,, and let (z,v,v*) be a matching element in gl,,(F') x F™ x F,. The assumption that
{(¢*1p)14,,0} and BC(¢)1,, match and Theorem 4.7 implies that there exists a subset
Y. C S such that

w(x,v,v*) OrbSE I (BC(o)1,, (z,vs,v5\5)) = Orb"(¢ * 19,9).
We similarly fix auxiliary vectors w, € V, and wy € vy, such that (yq,w,) is regular

semi-simple in Herm(V,) x V, and similarly for (yp,wp). Using our assumption again,
we know that the functions

{(g(a,b) (90) * 10)1Aa XAy 0,0, 0} and Bc(g(a,b)(sp))ll:a X Ly

match with respect to Jacquet—Rallis transfer (16). In particular, we have no need to
appeal to Jacquet—Langlands transfer in this case.

We may assume that &, ) () = Pa © ¢, 50 that BO(Ep () = BC(¢a) @ BC(gy).
Applying Theorem 4.7 for V,, for any regular semi-simple (x4, vq, v}) matching (yq, w,) €
X, X Vg, we have

W(Ta,Va,v2) OrbCLeENN(BC (0,)1 2, (24, Va5 U 51 (a)\5%)) = SO(@a * 10, Ya),
where the subset ¥, C Si(a) arises from
Y= (Eaazb) C Sl(a) X Sl(b) = S7
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with S1(a) and S1(b) as in (5). A similar identity holds for Vj.
Applying the argument outlined above, it remains to verify that

BC(&(ap)(f)axc, = (BC(@)1g,)".
Using Lemma 3.1, we check that

Bc(g(a,b) (30)) = ££a7b) (BC(SD))’
where for any [’ € C°(GL,(F))

Elauy (1) (m1,ma) = pip(det(ma))pil (det(m)) (f/) o) (my, ma),

where p(t) = ]t]fp/Q for any s € C and the parabolic descent (f/)» is defined using
the modular character of Py (F). Therefore, it suffices to show that for any ¢ €
Hr, (GLn(F))
o) (@) LLaxe, = (¢1z, )
as functions on M, p) x (F* & F) x (F, & Fy).
For any such ((mi,ma),v,v"), it is clear that (¢1y, )?((m1,m2),v,v*) = 0 unless
(v,v*) 6 Ln X LY = (Lqx Lp) & (L x LF). In particular, (¢1a, )P ((m1, m2),v,v") equals

1a, XAb v,v*) times

/ ") k1) dkdn
/n(ab) K’ ma
m 1 min _
=/n(a,b)/K,¢(k( L ) () asan
:ydet(ml)\%/ /K ¢<k<m1 - > ( 1 T)k*) dkdn
Nap) 7K'

= py(det(mq)) e, (det(ma)) o @b (my, my),
where we have used the formula
0Py (my,mg) = |det(m1)|l}| det(ma)|z".

By Lemma 3.1 and the explanation above, this last expression is precisely £Za,b) (D) 1zaxcys
completing the proof. O

5. THE WEIL REPRESENTATION AND THE THIRD REDUCTION

We now wish to “peel off” the indicator functions 15, and 1., from the conjectured
transfer for the Hecke algebra. This requires the full power of the Weil representation
on the spaces C°(Herm(W) x W) and C(gl,(F) x F" x F,,) studied in [ ]. We
recall this representation now.

5.1. The Weil representation. Now fix an additive character ¢ : F' — C* of con-
ductor Op. Let V be an n-dimensional Hermitian space. For an element (x,v,v*) €
gl (F) x F™ x F,,, we set
q(z,v,v*) =v*(v) € F.
Similarly, for (y,w) € Herm(V) x V we set q(y,w) = (w,w)y.
Recall the partial Fourier transforms F on CZ°(gl, (F) x F" x F,,) and C2°(Herm(V') x
V): for f € CX(gl,(F) x F" x F,), we set

F(f)(z,v,0") = /F"><F [z, w,w*)Yp(w* (v) + v*(w))dwdw*.
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Similarly, for f € C°(Herm (V) x V) we set

F(P)ew) = | £y N, w)
These transforms induce a Weil representation of SLa(F') on these function spaces in
the standard way. Indeed, since SLy(F') is generated by the elements < . 1 > and

1 31: , we need only describe the action of these elements. For ¢ € C°(gl,,(F) x
F" x F,,), this action is given by

v < 1 i > (b(x’U’U*) - T/J(tq(x,v,v*))(b(x’uv*)’
for any t € F', and
w < 1 ! > o(z,v,0%) = Fo(z,v,0").

The formulas are similar for the unitary case.

An important property of this representation is that it descends to orbital integrals.
More precisely, recall from Section 4.1.3 that A denotes the categorical quotient gl,, x
G x (GI)*// GLy,. The image of the regular locus is an open sub-variety A" C A.

We denote the canonical quotient maps by

parL : g (F) x F™" x F, — A(F)
and
pv : Herm(V) x V — A(F).
For any a € A™*(F) and functions f' € C°(gl,(F)x F" x F,,) and f € C°(Herm (V) x
V), set

Ola, f) = Orb?(f,Ya) = pyl(a) # 0 and Yo = (y,w) € py/ (a),
o 0 : otherwise,

and

Ol(a, f') = w(Xy) OrbSEeE)n (1 X for any X, = (z,v,v%) € par(a).
With this notation, f’ and f are transfers in the sense of (16) if and only if

O(a, f') = O(a, f)

as functions on A™*(F'). With this in mind, let

Orb(gl,(F) x F" x F,) ={a~ Ola, f): f € C(gl,(F) x F" x F,)}
and let

Orb(Herm(V) x V) ={a— O(a, f): f € CZ(Herm(V) x V)}.
There are natural Weil representations on Orb(gl, (F') x F" x F,,) and Orb(Herm(V') x

V): as before, we need only describe the action of a unipotent element and the Weyl
element. For and ¢ € F' and any ® € Orb(gl,(F) x F™ X F,), set

w( ) e =),

where g(a) = q(z,v,v*) for any (v,v,v*) € pgi.(a). Realizing ® = O(—, f) for some
feCx(gl,(F) x F™ x F,), then set

wi( ') otn =0

The formulas for the unitary case are identical.
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The compatibility of Jacquet—Rallis transfer and Fourier transforms | , Theorem
4.17] allows us to conclude the following result.

Proposition 5.1. | , Proposition 1] The Weil representations on
C(gly(F) x F™" x F,) and CZ(Herm (V) x V)
descend to the Weil representations on
Orb(gl,(F) x F" x F,,) and Orb(Herm (V) x V).
Moreover, these latter representations coincide on the intersection.

5.2. The third reduction. We utilize these Weil representations to affect our final
reduction. For this, we need to consider both forms of the Jacquet—Rallis transfer
discussed in Section 4.1.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that for any ¢ € Hr, ,(GL,(E)), the functions
{¢ * 1p,0} and BC(y)

are Jacquet—Rallis transfers in the sense of (20). Then the functions {(¢ * 19)14,,,0}
and BC(p)1z, are transfers in the sense of Theorem /.2.

Proof. The argument is similar to the proof of the Jacquet—Rallis fundamental lemma
in [ ]. Fix ¢ € Hk, (GL,(F)) and consider

(I)so(a) = O(a7 (<P * 10)1An) - O(a7 BC(@)lﬁn)

as a function on A"™*(F'). We claim that the assumption that {¢* 19,0} and BC(y) are
transfers forces ®, = 0; it is clear that this implies the proposition. Since ®, is locally
constant, it suffices to show ®,(a) = 0 for a in the open dense set where g(a) # 0, where

q(a) = q(x,v,v*) for any (z,v,v*) € péi(a).
Note that it is immediate that ®,(a) = 0 if |¢(a)|r > 1 as the indicator functions
are supported away from such orbits. We now assume that |¢(a)|r = 1. Supposing that

(z,v,v*) € pgt (a) and (y,w) € p‘_/j(a), we see
q(a) = q(z,v,v*) = q(y,w) € OF.
Since q(y,w) € Nmp,p(E), there is an v € O such that g(a) = Nmpg/p(v). Setting
en =t0,...,0,1] € O%, we are free to conjugate (z,v,v*) € pgi (a) and (y,w) € p‘_,nl(a)
and assume that
w =ve, and (v,v*) = (Nmg,/p(v)en, ‘en).
By the definition of O(a, —), we have
O(a, (¢ *1o)1p,) = /( (o 1o)(Ad(h™)y)1a, (h™ vey)dh.
U(Vn

For 15, (h~tve,) # 0,, we must have h~lve, € O%. Since the stabilizer of e, in U(V,,) is
U(Vp-1), it follows that this integral is supported on U(A,)U(V,,—1). Since the function
¢ * 1o € H, 5(Xy) is invariant under the action of U(A,,), our choice of Haar measure
implies that

O(a, (¢ * 19)1y,,) = Orb” V=1 ((p x 1), ).

A similar argument shows that |g(a)|r = 1 implies that
O(a, BC(9)1g,) = w(x) OrbS=1M(BC(p), 2).
Thus, our assumption implies that

®,(a) = 0 whenever |g(a)|r > 1. (21)
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To complete the proof, we make use of the Weil representation. We first note since
we assumed that ¢ is unramified, we have

F(ple,) = ¢z,

for any ¢ € C°(gl,(F)); a similar statement holds for any ¢' € C°(Herm(V,,)). Con-
sidering the Weil representation on

Orb(gl,(F) x F" x F,,) N Orb(Herm(V,,) x V,,),

Proposition 5.1 now implies that
1
W < . > o, = F(D,) = D,
Moreover, (21) implies that for any ¢ € p;l,
1 ¢
w < 1 ) D, = Y(tq(a))®, = D,

Since SLy(F) is generated by ( 1 1 ), and( 1 i > for t € p;l, it follows that

W(g)®, = &,

for all g € SLa(F).
Now for any a € A"*(F) with ¢(a) # 0, there exists a t € F such that 1(tq(a)) # 1.
But then

1 ¢
sy, =w (1) 20 = 2,00
showing that ®,(a) = 0. This proves the proposition. O

We now arrive at the final reduction of Theorem 3.4.

Theorem 5.3. For any ¢ € Hr, ,(GL,(E)), and for any X € GL,(F)"**, we have
OrbYVe-1)(p %10, Y) : X Y e XI55,

0 : otherwise.

w(X) OrbCtn=1N(BO (), X) = {

We prove this in Section 11.1 by spectral techniques. Note that combining Proposi-
tions 4.8 and 5.2 with this theorem completes the proof of Theorem 3.4. By Proposition
3.10, we conclude Theorem 2.10.

Part 2. Spectral transfer and a comparison of relative trace formulas

In this part, we prove Theorem 5.3. Our approach is a comparison of relative trace
formulas we refer to as the twisted Jacquet—Rallis trace formula. This name indicates
both a strong analogy with the Jacquet—Rallis case, as well as our dependence on the
Jacquet—Rallis transfer and fundamental lemma for the Lie algebra in Theorems 4.2 and
4.3 to obtain the needed geometric comparison.

Let E/F denote a quadratic extension of number fields. Heuristically, the comparison
of Jacquet—Rallis may be stated in terms of the matching of orbits

GL,(E)\ GL,(E) x GLy31(E)/ GL,(F) x GLyy11(F)
with
| | UOVN\U(V) x U(V @ Ee)/UV),
Vevn

where V,, runs over a set of representatives of the isomorphism classes of n dimensional
Hermitian spaces, and the Hermitian form on V' & Feg is determined by that of V.
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The first observation is that the matching of orbital integrals in Theorem 5.3 may
be studied globally by switching the roles of the rational linear group and the unitary
group in the Jacquet—Rallis case. This leads to a matching of orbits

L] L] CGLu(B)\GLW(E) x GL,1(E)/UV) x UW)
VeV, WeVni1

where we impose no assumptions on V' and W, with
GLn(F)\GLn(F) X GLnJrl(F)/GLn(F)'

This matching of orbits suggests a comparison of relative trace formulas, the geometric
side of which may be calibrated to study the comparison in Theorem 5.3; see Section
11. This allows us to translate the problem into one of spectral transfer of spherical
characters, a classical method for proving fundamental lemmas for Hecke algebras in

the context of the Arthur-Selberg trace formula; see, for example, | I [ ], and
[ J-

We next observe that the spectral results of Feigon, Lapid, and Offen [ | and
Jacquet [ | on unitary periods of cuspidal automorphic forms are precisely what we

need to make the spectral comparison manageable. We review the necessary results in
Section 8.3. In particular, we have the factorization (39). This crucial input enables
access to local spherical characters by the relative trace formulas. In fact, the spectral
results of loc. cit. are so complete that our comparison does not appear to reveal any
new information about unitary periods. On the other hand, the global theory of our
comparison does not rely on any previous work on these periods. With refined results
about non-vanishing of central values of Rankin-Selberg L-functions of the form of | l,
our comparison would give a new proof of several of the main results of these works.
See Remark 9.8 below.

In the next section, we establish our notational conventions for this part, highlighting
important changes from the notation in Part 1. Section 7 covers the local geometric
comparison of orbital integrals, proving existence of smooth transfer and the fundamen-
tal lemma for the unit element by reducing our comparison to the Lie algebra version
of Jacquet—Rallis transfer as in Section 4.1. Next, we review the global and local theory
of the invariant distributions we use to build the spherical characters in Section 8, and
compare the relative trace formulas in Section 9. The main result of these sections is the
transfer of global spherical characters in Theorem 9.7. We then prove a weak transfer
of local spherical characters in Section 10.

Finally, we use these results to prove the fundamental lemma for this comparison in
Section 11; this is Theorem 11.1. The point is to reduce the local equality of orbital
integrals to a statement about transfer of global spherical characters by first globalizing
the orbital integrals and then using the comparison of relative trace formulas. The
results of Sections 8 and 10 then reduce this problem to a local spectral identity at a
single finite place, which we verify directly. Theorem 5.3 is then readily deduced from
Theorem 11.1, completing the proof of Theorem 2.10.

Remark 5.4. For the reader who is inclined to believe that most of the analytic properties
of the Jacquet—Rallis relative trace formula comparison are enjoyed by our set up, we
recommend skipping Section 9 except for the statement of Theorem 9.7 as it mirrors
[ , Section 2| closely. Some additional care is needed to isolate the comparison for
a single pair of Hermitian spaces, but this is not difficult.

Remark 5.5. In the final application, we work with globally quasi-split unitary group to
prove Theorem 5.3. Despite this, we develop the comparison in general as restricting to
the quasi-split case does not simplify the arguments, and in some instances would overly
complicate the notation. The general comparison may also be of independent interest.
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6. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we fix our conventions regarding groups, Hermitian spaces, and mea-
sures. In order for this part to be self-contained, we only continue to hold to those
conventions established in Section 1.5 and do not refer to Part 1 for notation. This al-
lows for additional flexibility, despite a good amount of notation being consistent across
both parts. For example, we scrub our notations for orbital integrals, transfer factors,
etc. unless making explicit reference to a formula.

6.1. Involutions. For a field F', recall the element
1
-1
Wy, = g € GL,(F).
For any F-algebra R and g € GL,,(R), we define

96 = wntg_lwn-
Now suppose that E/F is a quadratic étale algebra and consider the restriction of scalars
Resp/p(GLy). Then for any F-algebra R and g € Resg,p(GL,)(R), we set
9’ =79
to be the Galois involution associated to the extension E/F.
Important notational difference: In this part, we set V,, = V,,, . Thus, the fixed

point subgroup Resg,p GL(E)%° = U(V,) is a quasi-split unitary group over F. We
make this choice as it will be convenient to have a form that is split both globally and
locally.

6.2. Groups and Hermitian spaces. Let F be a field and fix E/F a quadratic étale
algebra. Let F™ be a fixed n dimensional vector space, F*"! = F? @ Fey with a fixed
vector eg. This gives rise to an embedding of GL,(F) as the subgroup preserving this

decomposition:

With this, set G = GL,, x GL,+1 and H = GL,, C G, where H is embedded diagonally:
o= (o(* 1))

Xn X Xn+1

parametrizing pairs of Hermitian vector spaces of dimension n and n + 1. A point
(z,y) € X,, X X, 41 determines the unitary groups

U(Vm) - ReSE/F(GLn)

Now consider the product

and

U(V,) — Resg/p(GLp11)-
We set G’ = Resg/p(GLy) X Resg/p(GLpy1) and H' = Resp/p(GLy,) embedded diag-
onally as above. For any (r,y) € Xy, x Xpy1, set Hy , = U(V,) x U(V,). Note that

H, = U(V,) x U(Viup1)

Wn,, Wn+1

is a product of quasi-split unitary groups.
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6.3. Representations and Whittaker models. Suppose that F' is a local field and
let GR,(F) be the set of equivalence classes of generic representation of GL,(F"). For
any additive character ¢ : F' — C*, we denote by 1y the generic character of N, (F')

Yo(u) =9 (Z Uz’,z’+1> .

For a quadratic étale algebra E/F, we set ¢/ = ¢ o Trg sr for the induced additive
character and 1, the generic character of N, (E). Set GRJ(E) for the set of equivalence
classes of generic representations of GL,, (E) that are isomorphic to their Galois twists. It
follows from | ] that such representations arise as the base change of a representation
m € GR,(F) on GL, (F); we write Il = BC(r) to denote this relationship. It follows from
[ , Theorem 0.2.1] that II has non-trivial invariant U (V,,)-invariant functionals for
any r € X,,.

For any m € GR,,(F) we denote by 7" the abstract contragredient representation. Set
W(r) := W¥(r) to be the Whittaker model of 7 with respect to the generic character
1)p. The action is given by

W(g, m)W (h) = W(hg), g,h € GLL(F), W € W(n).

Then we obtain an isomorphism

~

() W(m)! — WP (),
given by W(g) = W(ge).

7. ORBITAL INTEGRALS AND TRANSFER

We begin by describing the regular semi-simple orbits and the matching of orbits
between our two models. We then describe the local orbital integrals and describe
the necessary transfer of test functions and fundamental lemma needed for our global
applications.

7.1. Matching and transfer. Let F' be a field and let E/F be a quadratic étale algebra
over F.

7.1.1. Linear side. Recall G = GL, x GL,11 and H = GL,, regarded as a subgroup of
G via the diagonal embedding. We define the regular semi-simple locus G(F)"** to be
the set of points 7 such that the double coset H(F)yH(F) C G(F) is closed and of
maximal possible dimension.

Lemma 7.1. Let GL,4+1(F)"* to denote the locus of elements g such that, under the
adjoint action of GL,,(F), the orbit of g is closed and of maximal dimension. Then there
1$ a natural homeomorphism

H(F)\G(F)"™* /H(F) = GLy41(F)"**/ GLy (F).
Proof. This follows from considering the natural map

GLy (F)\ GLy,(F) x GLy11(F) — GLy11(F)
GL(F)(h, g) —  h'g.
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7.1.2. Twisted side. Recall that V,, denotes our set of GL,,(E)-orbit representatives for
X,. Thus,

{Ve iz eV}
is a fixed set of representatives for the isomorphism classes of n-dimensional Hermitian
spaces over E. In this part, we always require that w,, € V, in keeping with our choice
of split Hermitian space. Denoting the GL, (F)-orbit of x € V,, by XZ, there is a

decomposition
Xo=| | x5 (22)
{L’GVn

y(z) = ( v ) > € Xni1.

Then V() = Vi @ Eeg where the sum is orthogonal and (e, €o)y) = 1. With this
construction, there is a natural embedding of unitary groups

Note that if V; is split, then so is V) (), albeit with a Hermitian form conjugate to wy1.
For any y € V41, denote by

Xy = Xpy1 -y C Herm(V})
the set of invertible elements in the twisted Lie algebra Herm(Vy)
For any pair (z,y) € X,, X Xp41, consider the subgroups H., , = U(V,) x U(V,) C
G'(F) and H' = Resg/p GL;, embedded diagonally. Set G'(F )”ss to be the set of points
d such that the double coset H'(F)0H, ,(F) C G'(F') is closed and of maximal possible

dimension.
We have a similar reduction of the regular orbits in this case.

For any =z € X,,, set

Lemma 7.2. For any z € X,,, define X;f;’) to be the set of elements z such that, under

the adjoint action of U(V,), the orbit of z is closed and of mazimal dimension. Then
there is a natural bijection

|| HFNG (F)*/Hy  (F) = X765 /U (Vy).
YEVn41
Proof. In view of the decomposition (22), this follows by considering the map
|| HENG(F)/{1} x U(V,) — Xy
YEVn+1
H'(F)(g1,92) — (91 ' 92)y('91 " 92)y().
O

Proposition 7.3. There is a natural matching of reqular semi-simple orbits, giving a
bijection:

HEN\G(F)™/H(F)~ || || H'ENGE)™/H,,(F).

TEVn YEVn41

Proof. By Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2, the claim reduces to the claim that there is a natural
matching

GLypq1 (F)™* |_| Xy
This is precisely the setting of the Lie algebra version of Jacquet—Rallis matching of or-
bits described in Section 5.2. We need only check that this matching respects restriction
to the invertible elements of both sides. This may be checked directly via the explicit
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invariant polynomials reviewed below, but is more readily seen from noting that regular
semi-simple elements g € gl,11(F)"** and x € Herm(Vy(,))"*® match if and only if,
viewed naturally as elements of gl,+1(FE), they are conjugate by GL,,(FE). O

We say that two regular semi-simple elements v and § match with respect to (z,y)
and write v <% § if the orbits

M € HENG(F)™ /H(F) and [0] € H'(F)\G'(F)"*/H ,(F)

match.

7.1.3. Invariant polynomials. We recall the invariant polynomials used in [ | as
it will aid certain arguments in Section 11. Let X € gl,,1(F) which we can express
uniquely as

X:(i1 b),Aeg[n(F),beF",can, and d € F.

d
Then we define the invariant map 7 : gl 1(F) — A(F)?"+! by
o(X) = (a1(X),...,an(X),bo(X), ..., bp_1(X),d) = (c; (X)) (23)
where A ‘
a;(X) = Tr(A"A), and bj(X) =c- A7 - b. (24)

These polynomials are similarly defined for Y € Herm(Vy(,)) and two regular semi-
simple elements X € gl,41(F)"** and Y € Herm(V(,))"*® match if and only if they
have the same invariants | ]
By a slight abuse of notation, we define the invariant polynomials ¢; : G(F) — F for
1=1,...,2n + 1 by setting
ci(v) = ci(y '),

where v = (71,72) € G(F).
Similarly, for any pair (z,y) € X,, X X, 11, we define the invariant polynomials ¢;"¥
G'(F)— F fori=1,...,2n + 1 by setting

;Y (0) = ¢i(Tay(9))
where § = (d1,02) € G'(F) and

7 y(0) 1= (517 02)y (51 T0a)y(w) € XY,

7.2. Orbital integrals. Assume now that F' is a local field, and let E/F be a quadratic
étale algebra.

7.2.1. Linear Side. Let f € CX(G(F)). We define the relative orbital integrals of
interest

Orb"(f,) / / FT (1,72 ha)n(ha)dhn do,

where 7 = (71,72) € G(F)™* is a regular semi-simple element. This assumption implies
that the centralizer of  is trivial and that the orbit of «y is closed, so the integral is well
defined. Consider the function f € C°(GLy,41(F)) defined as

9= [ o

C(G) — CF(GLnga (F))
fr—17f

We note that the map
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is surjective. Since the integrals are absolutely convergent, a simple rearrangement gives
Ob(1,5) = OO 5t = [ FU T hyan. (25

Note that this orbital integral is of the type arising on the linear side of the Jacquet—
Rallis transfer in the sense of (20).

The transfer factor in this case is built out of the transfer factor (19) for the Lie
algebra version of Jacquet—Rallis transfer. For an element X € gl,, 11 (F)™, set

w(X) =n(det(leny1|Xens1]. . [ X ent1])),
where
ens1 ="100,...,0,1] € F*L,
Definition 7.4. We define the transfer factor Q : G(F)"** — C by

Qv1,72) = w(vy 2).
7.2.2. Tuwisted side. For any pair (z,y) € X,, X X,,1+1, we define the orbital integral

Orb(r'8) i= [ [ 0 6. Ga )b,
H/ H/

where f' € C2°(G") and 6 = (d1,02) € G'(F)™*. Similarly to the previous case, we first
define f’: Xg(x) :— C by

Flay'gy(= / / 1(1, gu))dhdu.
H JUW,)

We see that
Orb(f,8) = OrbY V=) (7 7, ,(8)) := / Fr(h gy (8)h)dh. (26)
U(Vz)
We similarly note that this orbital integral is of the type arising on the unitary side of
the Jacquet—Rallis transfer.

7.2.3. Taking care of the center. We need to take the action on the center into ac-
count. Fixing (x,y) € X,, X X,,+1 and setting Zg C G’ denote the center, consider the
Ze(F)H'(F) x Hy, ,(F)-action on G'(F).

Following the reductions above, it suffices to consider the Zg/ (F') x U(V,)- action on

Xy(a)- Here U(V,) acts via conjugation, while the center acts by

(21,29) 08 = (zflzg)s(zflzg).
Set
2y = {[(21,22),21] € Zgl(F) X U(Vx) 1 z21 € ZU(VI)(F)a 29 € ZU(Vy)(F)}
= Zyw,) (F) X Zy,)(F).

It is simple to check that Z; acts trivially under the above action. For any s € X

we may write
_ A b
o <b’ _>£B d ’

where A € Herm(V,,), b € E™, and d € F. It is easy to check that
Tr(A) and d

y(z)»



RELATIVE ENDOSCOPIC FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA 39

are scaled by a non-zero norm class under the Zg/ (F') x U(V,)-action, so that their norm

classes are invariant. In analogy to [ ], we call s € X, ;) Z-regular semi-simple if
it is regular semi-simple in X, and if
Tr(A),d € F*.

This gives a Zariski open dense subset of X ).

Lemma 7.5. If s is Z-regular semi-simple, then its centralizer under the Zg/(F') X
U(Vy)-action is Zy and its orbit is closed. In particular, a Z-reqular semi simple element
is Zgr x U(Vy)-regular semi-simple.

Proof. If (z,h) o s = s, then since Tr(A) and d are invertible, we may augment (z, h) by
an element of Zj to assume that z = (1,1). But now h lies in the centralizer of s under
the adjoint action of U(V,). This is trivial since s is regular semi-simple, proving the
first claim.

We now note that when Tr(A),d € E*, the rational functions

Tr(A? J

r(A A) and (b, A 'b>x
Tr(A) Tr(A)i+d

for 1 <i<nand0<j<n-—1are invariant under Zg (F) x U(V,). We claim that

two Z-regular semi-simple elements s; and sy are in the same Zg (F') x U(Vy)-orbit if
and only if they have the same values under the invariants (27) and

Tr(A4;) = Tr(A2) mod Nm(E™) and d; =d; mod Nm(E™),

where A; and d; are as above. Indeed, sufficiency is immediate. To prove necessity,
suppose that they have the same invariants and norm classes. By augmenting so to zoss
for an appropriate central element z € Zg/(F'), we may assume that Tr(A4;) = Tr(As)
and d1 = d2.

Considering the invariants above, this implies that Tr(A*A;) = Tr(A?As) for each i
and (b1, A7b1), = (ba, AJbs), for all j. These are precisely the invariants noted in (24),
so it follows from our assumption that s; and sy are regular semi-simple that they lie in
the same U(V,)-orbit. As in | ], this implies that the Zg (F') x U(V,)-orbit of s;
is closed. (]

(27)

We say that ¢ 6 G(F ) is Z-regular semi-simple if 7, ,(d) is. In this case, for any
central character w’: Zg/(F) — C* and any f' € C°(G'(F)) we set

Orby, (£, ) / / / F(h7Y (51, 82)zho)w (2)dzdhydhs.
") 2y (PNHG (F) S 260 (F)

The integration is absolutely Convergent by the closed orbit assertion of the lemma.

For linear case, if Zg(F') C G(F) is the center, we consider the action of Zg(F')H (F) x
H(F) on G(F). As before this reduces to considering the Zg(F') x GL,(F')-action on
GL,4+1(F), and we say that g € GL,41(F) is Z-regular semi-simple if it is regular
semi-simple under the GL,,(F')-action and Tr(A),d # 0 where

c d

A similar but easier argument now shows that a Z-regular semi-simple element of
GL;+1(F) has trivial centralizer under Zg(F') x GL,(F') and has a closed orbit. We say
v = (m,72) is Z-regular semi-simple if v, 15 is. In this case, for any central character
w:Zg(F)— C*and f e CX then set

(G(F))
= . zho)w(z)dz .
Orbl(f,7) = /H(F) /H(F) /ZG(F) J(hT " (71,72) zhe)w(z)dzdhy dhy

gz(A b) where A € gl,(F), b,’c€ F", andd € F.
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The integration is absolutely convergent.

7.3. Smooth transfer. We say that functions f € C°(G(F)) and {f; ,}zy with f; , €

C(G'(F)) and (2,9) € Vu X Vyy1 match if for any matching regular orbits v <% §,
the following identify holds

Q(y) Orb"(f,~) = Orb(f,,,9). (28)

When E = F x F, the transfer of functions may be made explicit. Here, V,, and
Vh+1 are both singletons and 7 is trivial. For k = n,n+ 1, we may choose isomorphisms
GLi(F) = GLi(F) x GLg(F) such that the unitary groups U(V,) = GL,(F) — GL,(E)
and U(Vy) = GLp41(F) — GLp41(F) are sent to

U(V,) = {(g,9°) € GL,(F) x GL,(F) : g € GL,(F)}
and

U(Vy) ={(9,9”) € GLys1(F) x GLp41(F) : g € GLa(F)},

where we recall that for g € GL(E), ¢¢ = witg™!

is a simple computation, which we omit.

wg. The proof of the next proposition

Proposition 7.6. When E = F x F' as above, the functions f1® fo € C°(G(F)x G(F))
and fi * f§¥ € C(G(F)) are smooth transfers. Here * denotes convolution and

V() = Flg7?).

Assume now that F' is non-archimedean and that E/F' is a quadratic field extension.
The existence of smooth transfer now follows from the existence of smooth transfer for
the Jacquet—Rallis transfer.

Theorem 7.7. Assume that E/F is a quadratic extension of non-archimedean fields.
For any f € CZ(GLpy1(F)), there exists a transfer {f; ,}zy. Conversely, for any
{fey}zy, there exists a transfer f.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 4.2 by the reductions (25) and (26) in the
previous section. Indeed, the identity of orbital integrals (28) may be reduced to

w(yy ty2) Orb St (i haa) = Orb” W) (o v ) w ()
This is precisely the context of Theorem 4.2. O

Now fix a single pair (z,y) € X, X Xy, 11, and consider a function f; , € C2°(G'(F)).
The above theorem tells us that there exists f € C°(G(F)) such that

L0) iy S s e G,

Qy) O (1,9) = {Orb(ox’y’ (29)

: otherwise.
Consider the closed and open subset G[z,y] = Gr[z,y] C G(F) such that
Gla,y] = {(91,92) € GLn(F) X GLy 1 (F) : 9(g1) = n(x), 1(g2) = n(y)}-

Lemma 7.8. Assume that either E/F is split or that F' is non-archimedean. For f;
and f as above, we may assume that supp(f) C G[z,y].

Proof. When E/F is split, G[z,y] = G(F) so that the statement is vacuous. We now as-
sume that F' is non-archimedean. In this case, there are four possible pairs of Hermitian
spaces. We index them as follows:

{(zi,y;) : (i,§) € F3 such that n(z;) = (—1)", n(y;) = (1)}
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There is then a decomposition of G(F') into open and closed subsets.
(i,7)€F3
Similarly, we may decompose GLy1(F) = Go LI G1 where
G ={g € GLys1(F) : 1(g) = (=1)'}.
Recall that the map
p:G(F) — GLpy1(F)
(91,92) — 97 ' g2
is a submersion. Since
p(Glzo,yo]) = p(Glz1,11]) = Go and p(Glzo, y1]) = p (Glz1,%0]) = G,
the disjoint unions above implies that the restrictions
Glzo, yo] = Go, Glr1,51] = Go and Glzo,y1] = G1, Glay,yo] & G

are all submersions. Therefore, the map

CGlzi, ys]) — C(Giyg) (30)

f=

is surjective, for each (i, j) € F5 where the sum i+ j is considered modulo 2. To conclude
the lemma, note that (29) is equivalent to

U(Vz)( f1 . Y,TSSs
Orb (fzqoh) 1ge—he Xy (31)
0 : otherwise.

w(g) OrbGH(f g) = {

By construction, the support of f;:y lies in
XY = {h € Xy n(h) = n(@)n(y) = (~)F},

where k(z,y) € {0,1}. Thus, we may replace f by f - 16, Wwithout affecting the
matching (31). The surjectivity of (30) now implies that we are free to choose f so that
supp(f) C G|z, y|, proving the lemma. O

7.4. The fundamental lemma. Now assume that E/F is an unramified quadratic
extension of non-archimedean local fields.

Set K = G(Op) and 1k the corresponding characteristic function. Also, set K’ =
G'(Op) and let 1+ denote the characteristic function.

Theorem 7.9. The functions 1k and {f; ,} are transfers where

. {h« (2,9) = (wn, W),

v 0 : otherwise.

Proof. This follows from the previous reductions and Theorem 4.3 by restricting to the
integral locus such that |det(X)|r = 1. As previously stated, this was recently reproved
in characteristic zero with no assumption on the residue characteristic in | ]. We
therefore do not need to make any assumptions on the residue characteristic. O
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8. FACTORIZATION OF CERTAIN GLOBAL DISTRIBUTIONS

We recall the definitions of certain global and local distributions that arise in the
spectral decomposition of the relative trace formulas. In this section, F' is a number
field and E//F a quadratic extension. We set Ap for the adele ring of F', and Ay for that
of E. As always, we consider the diagonal embedding GL,,(F') — GL,,(Ar). For any n,
we set A, C GL,(AFr) to be the connected component of the identity in the R-points of
the maximal Q-split torus in the center of GLy(Fi) = [[,j00 GLn(£y). We set

[GL,] := A, GL,(F)\ GL,(Ap).

We adopt similar notations for other algebraic groups. Finally, we set 1 := 7, x /ax o
E F
be the idele class character associated to the quadratic extension.

8.1. Peterson inner product. Suppose 7 is a cuspidal automorphic representation of
GL,(AF), and let # = 7V denote the contragredient represention of 7 realized on the
space of functions {¢Y : ¢ € 7}, where ¢ = wotg™!

(6,0) = / o(9)(9)dg;
An GLn(F)\ GLn(AF)

this is a GL,,(Af)-invariant inner product on 7. Denote by W¢ the v-th Fourier coeffi-
cient of a cusp form ¢:

wg. Consider the inner product

We(g) = /[N gt (),

where 1) is our generic character of the unipotent radical N, (Ar)
Suppose now that S is a finite set of places, containing the archimedean ones, such
that m, is unramified and g, has conductor O for v ¢ S. Let ¢ € 7 be factorizable,

write W?(g) = [], Wu(g), where W, € W¥(r,). Similarly, let ¢ € # be factorizable

and set W‘i(g) = 1, Wu(gs), where W, € Wwv_l(frv) = WwJI(WX). We may assume

that for all v ¢ S, W, and W, are spherical and normalized so that W, (e) = W,(e) = 1.
We recall the canonical inner product

[ W () @ WP (#,) — C.
It is defined by considering the integral
(W, W) = L(n, 1Fx)/
"IN (F)\Pa(Fy)

where W,,, W! € W¥*(r,) and P, = GL,_1 xG"! is the mirabolic subgroup of GL,, .
The integral converges for Re(s) > 0, and has meromorphic continuation. It is known
for any local field of characteristic zero (see | , Appendix A] and the references
therein) that this continuation is holomorphic at s = 0 and gives a non-degenerate
GL,, (F,)-invariant pairing. We set

(W, W]y, = Io(W,,, W)).

Moreover, when m, is unramified and W, is the spherical vector normalized so that
Wy(e) =1, then

Wo(R)W,(h)| det(R)[dh,

[an Wv]wv = L(lyﬂ-v X 771\;/)’ (32)
where L(s,m, x m/) denotes the local Rankin-Selberg L-factor.

Proposition 8.1. | , Section 10.3] Assume that ¢ € m is factorizable as above.
There is a corresponding factorization

(¢,¢) = Resq—1 L(s,m x =) [ [[Wo, WL 12, (33)

(2
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where R
< Wy, Wy
WU Wv b _ [ V) V]Ty ]
(Wo, Wolr, L(1,7my x /)
8.2. Rankin-Selberg period. The results of this section are found in | ]. Let

IT = II,, X 11,11 be a generic cuspidal automorphic representation of G(Af), where II; is
a generic cuspidal automorphic representation of GL;(Ar). The global Rankin-Selberg
period is given by

@)= [ ouona (" )an

where ¢; € II;. Now let WWI(Hn) and W¥(I1,,;1) be the corresponding Whittaker
models. The local Rankin-Selberg period is defined in terms of the local Whittaker

model W(IL,) := W% (11, ,) K W (IL,141.,) by
A, (s, W) ::j/ Wy (h)| det(h)|*dh, s € C, W, € W(IL,).
No(F)\ GLn (F)

We also consider the normalized period by introducing the local Rankin-Selberg L-
function L(s,II):

)\Hv (8, WU)

L(s+3,1L,)’

For any generic II,, the integral A, (s, ) is absolutely convergent when Re(s) is large

N (s, W,) =

and extends meromorphicallly to C. Moreover, the normalized integral )‘hnv (s,-) is entire
in s € C, and we set

Afr, (Wo) = N, (0, W,);
this gives a non-zero element of the one-dimensional space Hom 7, (I, C) for any
generic II.

Remark 8.2. When II, is tempered, the integral is absolutely convergent for Re(s) > -1

29
so that there is no need to analytically continue the integral to s = 0.

With our measure conventions, when W,, is the normalized spherical vector and 1,
has conductor Op,

1
A, (s, Wy) = L(s + 5,1’[1,)7

where L(s,IL,) = L(s, I, , % II,41,) is the local Rankin-Selberg L-factor. This implies
that
N (W) = 1. (34)

Proposition 8.3. We have the following decomposition when 11 is unitary, and ¢ =
On X dpr1 € 11 is factorizable:

wu(9) = L (5.1, x o ) [T, 072), 3

where Wil(g : ¢) = [T, Wu(g0)-

We will also need the twisted version A7 of this period, were n : F*\A% — C* is
a quadratic unitary character. This distribution is given, both globally and locally, by
setting
)\%nxﬂ_{n+1 = )\Hn'WIX’Hn+1’

and similarly for the normalized distribution.
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Corollary 8.4. We have the following decomposition when 11 is unitary, and ¢ =
On X dpr1 € 11 is factorizable:

1
A6) = (3,100 x Ty o) TLAEOTL) (30

where Wi (g : ¢) = [T, Wu(g)-

8.3. Unitary periods. Let II be a cuspidal automorphic representation of GL,(Ag).
For any Hermitian form z € X,, we have the associated unitary group U(V,) C
Resg/p GLy,. For ¢ € II, we define the unitary period P.(¢) by the (convergent) in-

tegral
P = [ wn.
UV

Then IT is said to be distinguished by U(V},) if there exists a vector ¢ such that P,(¢) # 0.

If V, = V,, is split, then a theorem of Jacquet | | states that if there is a cuspidal
automorphic representation 7 of GL,,(A ) such that II = BC(7), then I is distinguished
by U(V,). In general, Corollary 10.3 of [ | gives a vast generalization to other
forms.

To define the local unitary periods, we need a bit more terminology. Fix a place v of
F and consider the quadratic étale extension E,/F;,.
Let II, € Temp(GL,,(E,)) and denote by &(X,,, W¥»(II,)*) the set of all maps

o Xn(F)) x W (I1,) — C,

which are continuous and GL, (F)-invariant with respect to the diagonal action. Note
that we have an isomorphism

(X, W (I1,)") & €D Homyy,) (WY (I1,), C)
TEVn
a = (a(z,))eev, -
Now for any such «, we consider the twisted Bessel character Jfj : C°(Xn(Fy)) — C
given by
Ji, () = (" a, AY),
where f’ -« is the smooth functional

W — ' (z)a(z, W)dz,
Xn(Fy)

which we identify with an element of W¥  (I1Y) via the pairing [, -], and A} denotes
the functional W +— W(1). Similarly, for =, € Temp(GL,(F),)), we define the Bessel
character I, : C(GLy,(F,)) — C by

Iﬂ'v(f) = <f : )‘wna)‘}/%

where f = -\,,, denotes the smooth functional

W — f(g)W (wng)dg,
GLn(Fy)

which we again identify with an element of W¥v 1(7TUV) via the pairing [, ]7,, and A\Y
denotes the functional W — W(1).
One of the main results of | ] is the following theorem.
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Theorem 8.5. For every m, € Temp(GL,,(F})), there exists a unique
a™ € (X, WY (BC(m,))*)
such that the identity
T5C(rn) (f) = Ix, (f)
holds for all pairs of test functions (f, f') which are transfers with respect to Jacquet-Ye

transfer as defined in | , Section 3].

We refer to the functionals o™ as FLO functionals. When FE, = F, x F, is split,
so that BC(m,) = 7, ® m,, these functionals are very simple | , Corollary 7.2]:

Gy oy (W' @W") = [W(h,m, )W’ W(wo, 71, )W" W (37)
for any h € GL,(F,) and W/, W" € W¥* ().
Lemma 8.6. | , Lemma 3.9] Assume that F, is non-archimedean of odd residue
characteristic. Further assume that E,/F, is an unramified extension and that 1)) has
conductor Op,. Let I, = BC(m,) be unramified and let Wy € W% (IL,) denote the
nomralized spherical vector. Then for any x € X, (OF,) = GL,(Og,) * w,

ag/(Wo) = L(1,m x 7/ 1) (38)
We define for W € W¥»(I1,,)
oz (W)

T, — x
oz (W) L(1,m, x mY-ny)

Returning to our extension of number fields E/F', we have the following factorization of
unitary periods of cusp forms.

Proposition 8.7. | , Theorem 10.1] Let w be an irreducible cuspidal automorphic
representation, and let Il = BC(w). Then for any x € X,,, we have
Po(¢) =2L(1, 7 x 7 Ham,u (39)

where WH(g c¢) =11, Wolgw).

8.4. Global spherical characters. Assume that 7 = 7w, X 7,41 is a cuspidal auto-
morphic representation of G(Ar).

Definition 8.8. We define the global spherical character I as the following distribution:
for f € C°(G(AF)), we set

)\ﬂ(ﬂ-(f)(b))\ﬂ'v ((5)
I:(f) = E o , (40)

where the sum runs over an orthogonal basis for IT and where ¢(g) = ¢(g”) is a vector
in the contragredient representation ITV.

Now let IT = II,, X 11,11 be an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of
G'(Ar). For any (z,y) € Vi X Vpq1, we set Py, = Py ® Py to be the product of unitary
periods.

Definition 8.9. We define the global twisted spherical character Jg¥ as the following
distribution: for f’ € C°(G'(AF)), we set

T / )‘H(H(f,)gb)’P:v (Qg)
TR = T (41)
v %: (6,9)

where the sum runs over an orthogonal basis for IT and where ¢(g) = ¢(g?).




46 SPENCER LESLIE

Note that Jﬁ’y = 0 unless II = 1I,, X 11,41 is H;7y—distinguished. When this is the
case, a theorem of Jacquet | | implies that there must exist a cuspidal representation
m =1, X7myy1 of G(Ap) = GL,(Ap) X GLj41(Ar) such that

HZ’:BC(T('Z'), 1 =mn,n-+ 1.

Since II; is cuspidal, we know m; 2 m; - 1. Therefore, the Rankin-Selberg L-function
L(s,m x " - n) is holomorphic at s = 1. Using the relation

L(s, I x 1Y) = L(s,m x 7¥)L(s,® x 1" - ), (42)
we see that
Ress—1(L(s,II x ITV))

L(1,7x v -n) = Ress—1(L(s, 7 x ")) # 0. (43)

8.5. Local spherical characters and factorization. Denote by W(II,) the Whit-

taker model Ww/vjl(ﬂn,v) ® WYo(Il,,11,,). Also denote by agzh = ol @ ozZ"“’“’h the
product of FLO functionals.

Definition 8.10. (1) We define the normalized local twisted spherical character
Jﬁ,y,h

associated to a unitary generic representation II, of G'(F,) and (z,y) €

Vo X Vi1 as follows: for f € C®(G'(F,))

Mo (I (FL)W)ar (W)
JEvA(fy) = At oV
e ; W, W

)

where the sum ranges over an orthogonal basis for W(II,). We denote by Ji;¥
the distribution defined using the unnormalized local periods.

(2) We similarly define the normalized local spherical character Lhr for any unitary
generic representation m, of G(F,): for f, € C°(G(Fy))

Ao, (o (fo) W) NI H (W)
I7urv (fv) = S =
% W, WA,

)

where the sum ranges over an orthogonal basis for W(m,). We denote by I, the
distribution defined using the unnormalized local periods.

We now state the factorization results.

Proposition 8.11. Consider an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation 11 =
@I, and fix a pair (z,y). If Jp? is not identically zero, let m = mp W mpyq be an
irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of G(Afp) such that I1 = BC(w).

We have the product decomposition: for any factorizable f' =], f, € C(G'(AFr)),

1 x 11,
Jlg'cfy(fl) _ 4 L(2aHn II +1))) HthL,v(fz/))- (44)

~ Resg—1(L(s,m x 7V ;

Proof. The product decomposition follows immediately from (33), (35), (39), and (43).
(]

This implies that the global twisted spherical character J7¥ is non-vanishing if and
only if
(1) the global L-factor L (%, IT,, x Hn+1) is non-vanishing, and
(2) the local FLO functionals afy, = ol g ozZ"“’“’h are non-vanishing for every
place v of F'.
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This is due to the non-vanishing of the local Rankin-Selberg periods for any generic
represention I, | ]
In the linear case, we have a similar factorization.

Proposition 8.12. Consider an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation m =
®Qymy. For any factorizable f =], fo € C(G(AF)), the spherical character I associ-
ated to m factorizes as

1(f) = <o T xToi) 1= (45)

Ress—1(L(s,m x 7))
where 11, X 11,11 = BC(m,) K BC(mp41).
Proof. This similarly follows from (33), (35), and (42). O

In particular, for any cuspidal automorphic representation m, X m,1, the global
spherical character is non-vanishing if and only if the central L-value L ( %, II,, x Hn+1)
is non-vanishing.

9. COMPARISON OF RELATIVE TRACE FORMULAS

The main result of this section is Theorem 9.7, showing the following spectral transfer
of global spherical characters. Assume that F/F is a quadratic extension of number
fields that is split at all archimedean places of F. Let II = II,, K I, 1 be a cuspidal
automorphic representation of G'(Ap) satisfying certain local assumptions and such that
IT = 117, and for any pair of Hermitian forms (z,y) € X, x X,,11, there exist “nice”
matching test functions ' € C°(G'(Ar)) and f € C°(G(Ar)) such that

() = Y ().
weB(II)

where B(II) is the (finite) set of cuspidal automorphic representations = of G(Ar) such
that II = BC(w).

We will prove this and more via a comparison of (simple forms of) two relative trace
formulas, which we now introduce. Much of this section mirrors [ , Section 2]
closely.

9.1. The linear side. Suppose that f € C°(G(AFr)) and consider the automorphic

kernel
> fa ).

YEG(F)
We consider the distribution on C2°(G(Ar))

1(f) = /[H] /[H} K p(hy, ha)(ha)dhydhy.

We also consider versions of this distribution I, where w is a central character for
G(AF) by replacing Ky with

Kf,w(%y):/[z . > fla T yzyw(z)dz

veG(F

Note that the intersection of Zg and H is trivial.
This integral does not converge in general. Following [ |, we introduce the space
of nice test functions.

Definition 9.1. We say f =[], fo € C°(G(AF)) is a nice test function with respect
to the central character w = [[, w, if
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(1) For at least one place v1, the function f,, is essentially a matriz coefficient of a
supercuspidal representation with respect to w,,: this means that

fv1,wv1 (g) - / fUl (gz)wm (Z)dz
Za(Foy)

is a matrix coefficient of a supercuspidal representation of G(F,, ).
(2) For at least one split place vy # vy, the test function f,, is supported on the
Z-regular locus of G(F,,). This place is not required to be non-archimedean.

Lemma 9.2. Let w be a unitary character of Zg(F)\Zg(Ar). Suppose that f =], fo
18 nice with respect to w. Then

(1) As a function on H(Ap) x H(Afr), Ks(x,y) is compactly supported modulo
H(F) x H(F). In particular, I(f) converges absolutely.

(2) As a function on H(Ap) x H(Af), Ky, (x,y) is compactly supported modulo
H(F)x H(F)Zg(Ar). In particular, I,(f) converges absolutely.

Proof. The argument is verbatim as in the case of the Jacquet—Rallis relative trace
formula | , Lemma 2.2]. O

This implies that when f is nice, we have the decomposition into a finite sum of
integrals.

I(f) =) Orb"(f,7),
g
where the sum is over regular semi-simple v € H(F)\G(F)/H(F) and
o (f7) = [ [ g aha)n(ha)dhadi = [T 0RO (£ 70).
H(Ap) JH(AF) v

We have a similar decomposition for I,:

L(f) =) Orbl(f.7),
v
where the sum is over Z-regular semi-simple v € H(F)\G(F)/Zq(F)H (F) and where
Orbl(f,) == / / / F(hT v zho)n(ho)w(2)dzdhadhy = H Orb (fu, Vv)-
H(Ap) JH(AR) / Zc(AF) v
If 7 = m,, ® 7,41 is a cuspidal automorphic representation of G(Ar), recall the definition

(40) of the spherical character I.

Proposition 9.3. Let w be a unitary central character. If f is nice with respect to w,
then we have the equality

D O (f,) =Y Ix(f), (46)

where the first sum is over Z-reqular semi-simple orbits
v € H(F\G(F)™ [Za(F)H(F),

and where the second sum runs over irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations of
G(Afr) with central character w.

Proof. The proof of this is standard so we omit the details. See [ , Theorem 2.3] for
an analogous argument and [ , Theorem 18.2.2] for a general treatment including
absolute convergence of both sides. U
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9.2. The twisted side. This case is entirely analogous to the previous case, so we
just state the results. Fix a pair of Hermitian forms (z,y) € X, X X,41. Let G' =
GL,(F) x GLpy1(F) = Resp/p(G) and consider the two subgroups H' = GL,(F)
embedded diagonally and H; , = U(Vy) x U(V,). For f" € CX(G'(AF)), we form the
analogous kernel Ky and consider the distribution

J:v,y / / Kf/ hl, hg)dhldhg

We also consider versions of this dlstrlbutlon Jx, , where «’ is a central character for
Zer(Ar) that is trivial on Zg/(Ap) N Hy, ,, by replacmg Ky with

Kfaw/(w,y)=/[z ( > Fla ey (2)dz

AF)] ’YEG’(F
Note that such a central character is the base change of a central character w of G(Ar).
That is, it is of the form w’' = w o NmAx/Ax.
E F
As in the linear case, we introduce the space of nice test functions. We say [/ =
IL, f) € C*(G'(AF)) is nice with respect to the central character w’ if

(1) For at least one place v1, the function f; is essentially a matriz coefficient of a
supercuspidal representation with respect to wy, : this means that

Fow, @ = [ fulg2)el (s
Zgr(Fuy)

is a matrix coefficient of a supercuspidal representation of G'(F,,).
(2) For at least one split place vy # v1, the test function f,, is supported on the
Z-regular locus of G'(F,,). This place is not required to be non-archimedean.

If IT = II, X II,,41 is a cuspidal automorphic representation of G'(Ap), recall the
definition (41) of the twisted spherical character Ji¥

Proposition 9.4. Let W' be a unitary central character. If f is mice with respect to ',

then we have the equality
> Orbu(f1,0) =Y Iy (), (47)
3 11

where the first sum is over Z-reqular semi-simple orbits
0 € H'(F\G'(F)"™ [ Zc/(F)Hy , (F),
and where the second sum runs over irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations of

G'(Ap) with central character w'.

9.3. Global matching of test functions. Suppose now that f =[], f, € C°(G(AFr))
and {fy  Hay)ev xVosr With fi =11, f1.y0 € C(G'(Ar)) where f; = 0 for all but
finitely many (x,y). Suppose further that for each v, the local functions f, and { f‘Ly,U}
are smooth transfers of each other.

If we consider global Z-regular semi-simple classes v € G(F) and 6 € G'(F) that
match with respect to the pair (z,y), it follows that for each place v

Qu(7) Orb™ (fu,7) = Orb(f;, 4, 0)-
Noting that the transfer factor satisfies the global product formula

HQv(W) = 1 whenever v € G(F),

Y5
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this implies the comparison of global orbital integrals

Orb™(f,~) HQ ) Orb™ (fy,7) = [ Orb(f4 4.0+ 6) = Orb(£,.9).

v

Using the Z-regular semi-simple assumption, we further obtain the matching of orbital
integrals with central character

Orb(f,7) = Orbus(f;,,9), (48)

where w = [[,wy : Zg(F)\G(Ap) — C* is a unitary central character of G(Ar) and
Ww=wo Ny

9.4. Comparison. To obtain the necessary refined comparison, we make use of the
automorphic-Cebotarev-density theorem of Ramakrishnan.

Theorem 9.5. | | Let E/F be a quadratic extension of global fields. Two cuspidal
automorphic representations 11y and 11y of Resg/p(GLy)(AF) are isomorphic if and only
if Iy, = Iy, for almost all places v of F' that are split in E/F.

We have the following comparison of trace formulas.

Proposition 9.6. Fiz a character w of Zg(Ap) and let w' be its base change. Fiz a
split place vy and a supercuspidal representation m,, of G(F,,) Suppose that
o € CX(GAF)) and {f1 )} (@y)eVax Vs, are nice test functions and are smooth
transfers of each other;
o let II,, be the base change of m,,. We assume that f,, is essentially a matrix
coefficient of Iy, and that f, . is related to f,, as in Proposition 7.6. Then
vy 15 essentially a matriz coefficient of Ty, .
Now fiz a representation ®,m), where the product is over almost all split places v and
with each 70 an irreducible unramified representation. Then we have

STHfen) = > L),

weB(II)
where the sum on the left runs over all (x,y) € V,, X V41 while the sum on the right
runs over all automorphic representations m of G(Ap) such that
o 7, =70 for almost all split v,
® Ty, 1S our fized supercuspidal representation,

and where I1 = BC(w) is the base change of any m appearing in the sum.

Proof. We may assume that all test functions are factorizable. Let S be a finite set of
places such that

e all Hermitian spaces V, and V}, with f:;,y # 0 are unramified outside .S, and

e for any v ¢ S, f, and fLy,v are units of the spherical Hecke algebras. These

match by the fundamental lemma (Theorem 7.9).
Consider now the spherical Hecke algebra H,.,s(G'(A%)), where A% = [lo¢s Fo and
K" =l s K}, as well as Hyes (G(A)), where K5 =[], K.
Given fS € HKs(G(Al%)) and [, € H s (G'(A3)) such that for each non-split place

v ¢S, f, and f,, . are the units of the algebra, the matching of global orbital integrals
(48) implies the identity

S T (frys @ fry) = I(fs® f9).

:B7y
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Applying the simple relative trace formulas (46) and (47), we obtain the spectral identity

SN I (feys @ 15,) = > I(fs © ),

zy 11

where II and 7 runs over cuspidal automorphic representations with the prescribed su-
percuspidal component at vy. For the unramified representations II° (resp. i ), let Aps
(resp. A.s) be the associated linear functionals of H s (G'(A%)) (resp. Hys(G(AZ))).
Then we observe that

Li(fs @ %) = Aes (f) In(fs @ 1cs),
and
T (fos @ f2,) = s (F2 )T (foys © Lyos).
Noting that we are only allowing non-identity elements of the Hecke algebras, we may
view the above two equations as identities of linear functionals on the Hecke algebra

H o18,sptit (G’(A%sz’m)), where the superscript split indicates that we only take the prod-
uct over the split places outside of S. By the infinite linear independence of Hecke

characters (see | , Appendix]| for a short proof), for any fixed ®,70 we obtain the
sum

DD I (fey) = D (),

x,Y 11 WEB

where B is the set of cuspidal automorphic representations satisfying the two bullet
points in the statement of the proposition, and where

IT € {II : for almost all split primes, II, = BC(m,) for some m € B}.

Applying Theorem 9.5, we see that there is only one representation appearing on the
left-hand side. Furthermore, this implies that B = B(II). O

We now fix a pair (z,y) € X,, X X;,+1 and obtain a comparison of spherical characters
which is compatible with the factorizations in Propositions 8.11 and 8.12.

Theorem 9.7. Suppose that E/F is a quadratic extension of number fields such that
every archimedean place v|oo of F splits in E. Fizx (x,y) € X, X Xpy1. Let IT be a
cuspidal automorphic representation of G' such that

(1) I =117, and
(2) there is a split place vy at which 11, is supercuspidal.
Consider a nice factorizable function f' € C(G'(Ar)) and let f € CP(G(AF)) be a

nice factorizable matching function. Then we have the identity
=Y 1)), (49)
meB(IT)
In fact, fir m € B(IN). If f" =11, fi, and f =[], fv where the pairs (f,, f,) match for
each place v, then f may be chosen so that

TT 7550 =T 25, () (50)

Remark 9.8. We note that the proof of (49) does not rely on [ |. Indeed, we
expect that this theorem, along with generalizations of | , Theorem 1.2] about the
existence of twists o X 7 of 7 by cuspidal representations of GL,(Ar) such that

L(%,JXW)#O
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(see [ | for the n = 2 case, for example) may be used to give a new proof of sev-
eral results such as the characterization of the image of the base change map and the
factorization of unitary periods for cuspidal representations.

Proof. That such a transfer f € C°(G(AFr)) exists follows from Proposition 7.6, Theo-
rem 7.7, and the properties of the Z-regular semi-simple loci. We now apply the previous
proposition to the unramified representation ®,70 where v runs over those split places
over which IT is unramified and 70 is determined by

I, = BC(nY) = 70 @ =0,
This gives (49).

Now fix 7 € B(II). Let 1; ; : G(Ap) — C* be the characters

1i,i (91, 92) = 0(g1)"1(92) -

Note that
BI) = {m - : (i, ) € F3},
where if 7 = 7, X w41, then
Tnij =1y (" odet) Ry - (Y o det).

By Lemma 7.8 and our assumptions on the global extension E/F, we may assume that
for each place v of F,
Supp(fv) C Gv[x’y] = GFU [x’y]
Since the two Hermitian forms x and y are global, this implies that f = n; ;- f for any
(i,7) € F3.
Considering the local distribution I, we have

Iﬂvnv,i,j (fo) = Ln, (fo - 77%@]’)-
Combining this with the product formula (45) implies that

Z I7r77i,j (f) = Z I7r(f ’ 77i,j) = 4I7r(f)-
(i.)€F3 (i.4)€F3
Thus, the global matching of spherical characters becomes

I (f) = AL (f)
whenever f/ and f are matching functions as in the proposition. Combining this with
the factorizations (44) and (45) gives (50). O

10. WEAK TRANSFER OF LOCAL SPHERICAL CHARACTERS

In this section, we show that Theorem 9.7 implies a weak form of the local transfer
of spherical characters for matching test functions. Here “weak form” means that our
results only apply to certain representations 7. This is sufficient for our final (geometric)
goal.

10.1. Split places and non-vanishing under regular support conditions. In the
global comparison, we imposed certain support conditions at a single place v of our
number field in order to affect a simple trace formula. As we are only making the regular
semi-simple support assumption at split places, the local distributions are precisely the
ones discussed in | , Appendix A]. This allows for the following non-vanishing
result.

Lemma 10.1. Assume that F is a local field. Suppose that 7 is a supercuspidal repre-
sentation of G(F') with central character w. Then there exists a matriz coefficient ® of
m, and a test function f € C°(G(F)) such that
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o fu(g9) = / f(g2)w ™ (2)dz = ®(g) for all g € G(F), and
e there exisstELF)Z—regular semi-simple element vy such that Orby,,(f,7y) # 0
Proof. The first requirement is follows from the fact that map
CZ(G(F)) — CF(Za(F)\G(F),w)
fr—fu
is surjective. Since 7 is supercuspidal, any matrix coefficient ® lies in C°(Zg (F)\G(F),w

so there exists an f satisfying f, = ®.
Recall now that for any generic representation 7, the spherical character Lhr is a

non-zero distribution | ]. For simplicity, we work instead with the unnormalized
distribution I;. Since the pair (G, H) is a strongly-tempered spherical pair, a theorem
of Sakellaridis and Venkatesh [ , Section 6] tells us that there exists a vector Wy €

W(m) such that the local Rankin-Selberg period A, may be expressed as
Ae(W) = / [W(m, h)W, Wo)dh.
H(F)

With this, define the matrix coefficient
®o(g) = W(m, 9)Wo, Wolr-

Ichino and Zhang show in | , Appendix A] that ®( satisfies the properties that the
integral

OI‘b ,’)/ / / ’yhg dhldhg
is convergent on an subset G(F')con C G(F') the compliment of which has measure zero.

Moreover, this orbital integral is non-zero on a subset of positive measure. In particular,

since G(F)#~"% is Zariski open and dense, there exists an element v € G(F)?~"% such
that

Orb(®,~) # 0. (51)
This follows from the following lemma and Theorem A.2 of | ], which states that
there is a function f’ € C°(G(F)%~ %) such that I.(f’) # 0.
Lemma 10.2. | , Lemma A.5] The function g — Orb(®q, g) on G(F) is locally L'
and for any f € C°(G(F)), we have

Ix(f) = f(g) Orb(®o, g)dg.
G(F)

In particular, if f € C®(G(F)?7"**) such that I(f’) # 0, the lemma implies that
we cannot have Orb(®g, —)|g(p)z-rss = 0. We remark that the theorem of loc. cit. is
stated for the regular semi-simple locus. The proof, however, works for any open dense
subset of G(F).

Now take f € C°(G(F)) such that f, = ®¢ and let v € G(F)?~"*° be an element
satisfying (51). Since « is semi-simple and f has compact support, the orbital integral
is absolutely convergent and we may rearrange the integration to find

Orby(f.7) = /Z 1 O )

/// f(hy ' yzhe)w ™ (2)dzdh dhy
Za(F)

—OI‘b‘I)(), )#0
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In particular, this ensures that there always exists a test function f satisfying this
assumption with Lur( f) # 0. To ensure that we have a similar non-vanishing statement

for Jﬁ’y’u under this support assumption, we give a direct local transfer of spherical
characters in the split case. For simplicity, we work with the unnormalized distributions
Jﬁ’y and I.

We continue to assume that F' is local and now assume that £ = ' x F. As before,
we choose isomorphisms GLy(E) = GLg(F') x GLg(F) such that our unitary groups are
given by

U(Vi) 2= {(9,9°) € GLa(F) x GLo(F) : g € GLn(F)}
and
U(Vii1) 2{(9,9°) € GLyj1(F) X GLyy1 (F) : g € GLyppa(F)}.
Set Ji := Jﬁ“"’w"“.

Proposition 10.3. Consider matching smooth functions fi @ fa € C°(G(F) x G(F))
and f = f1 * f§¥ € CX(G(F)). Then for any irreducible representation m of G(F),

Ipc() (f1 @ f2) = Ix(f).
Proof. Identifying I = BC(7) = 7 K, (37) implies that for any W/, W” € W(r)

e (W @ W) = [W(h, )W W(wo, fr)W"}

s

For the purposes of computing Ji; we note that for W/, W” € W(#)

(W' @ W) = [W(wo,ﬁ)W’,W(wo,w)W”} =

™

[W”, W’] . (52)

Oé( -

wo,wo

Thus, we have

A (@ (FOW A (T (f2) W)y ey (W @ W)
[WI WI] [VVI/’VV'/I]7r

Tpem (i@ f2)=

W/IXIW”
Ax(m(f2)W')
B Z W/ W’] ’

where we use (52) and the fact that we are summing over an orthogonal basis to reduce
the sum to a single basis element W’ € W¥ (7). We now claim that

Ar(m(f2)W') = Xs (7 (£3)W').

This follows from the fact that

/ £0(9)W (hg)dg = / (@YW (hg%)dg = m(F)W (),

and that the change of variables h — h? is unimodular. Applying this, we obtain

Ae(T(FOWAGIDW') = Al (fr* f5)W A (W)
Z [W/, vi//]7T ; [W’, W’]ﬂ

= Iﬂ(f)-

W/
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10.2. Unramified case. We now consider the case that E/F' is an unramified extension

of non-archimedean local fields. Let H g/ (G'(F)) denote the spherical Hecke algebra for

G'(F) and let Hi(G(F)) the corresponding algebra for G(F'). We have the morphism
BC : Hy/(G'(F)) — Hi(G(F)),

defined by Sat(BC(p))(m) = Sat(f)(BC(w)) and is injective.

Lemma 10.4. Let f' € Hg/(G'(F)) and let (x,y) € G'(F)*(wp, wn11), where * denotes
the action on X, X Xp41. For any representation © of G(F), we have

TEue (f) = TE(BC(f")).

Proof. When 7 is not unramified, both sides are zero so we can assume 7 is unramified.
Using (32), (38), and (34), the left hand side is equal to

BC(m ,
N (Wo “ ™z (W57

[ch(w), ch(w)] = Sat(f")(BC(m)),

TEEE,(f)) = Sat(f)(BC(x))
BC(m)

where WOB “) is the normalized spherical Whittaker function for BC(w). A similar
argument shows

A (WA “(WO )

L(BC(f") = Sat(BC(f")(m) = Sat(BO(f))(m),
(WE, Wik
where W{ is the normalized spherical Whittaker function for . The result follows from
the definition of the base change homomorphism BC. O

10.3. Weak transfer of spherical characters. For non-split places more generally,
the global Theorem 9.7 implies the following weak local spectral transfer of spherical
characters.

Proposition 10.5. Assume now that E/F is a quadratic extension of number fields such
that every archimedean place v|oo of F splits in E. Let 11 = BC(w) be an irreducible
cuspidal automorphic representation of G(Ap) and (z,y) € X,, X X,41 such that there
exists a nice test function f' such that

T (f) #0.
Then for any non-split place vy of F, there exists a non-zero constant C(Ily,,z,y) €
C* depending only on (x,y) and IL,, such that for any pair of matching functions f;, €
C(G(Fy)) and fo, € CZ(G(Fy,)) we have

JHfi)’u(on) = C(Hvo’x y) (fUO)

Proof. Let A} denote the adeles away from the place vy and let 0 = [[, ., f, €
C°(G'(AY) be a factorizable test function. Using the factorization (44) we have the
equality

i (fh, ® 1) = CIIAEL):

Since Ji7¥ # 0, we may choose f'* so that C' # O. Moreover, since the distribution
is non-vanishing for nice test functions, we know that there is a finite split place v;
(necessarily distinct from wvg) such that II,, is supercuspidal. We may assume that
. € CX(G'(F,,)) is essentially a matrix coefficient of II,,. Additionally, we may
impose that there exists a second split place vy such that the local test function f/, is

supported in the Z-regular semi-simple locus. In particular, we know that

e the test function f; ® f’ Y0 is nice, and

L(L I x i -
o U= Res(S 1(L( s7r><+7r\2 ) Hv;ﬁvo J . (f1/)) 7& 0.
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Now by Theorem 9.7, there exists a factorizable test function f*° =[], fo € CZ°(G(AR))
such that for any function f,, matching f; , the test function f = f,, ® f* is nice and
that

Tt (f') = AL (f).
Since we chose f° such that C' # 0, the factorization (45) implies that there is a
non-zero constant C’ such that

CITI(fly) = TRV (') = 41 (f) = C'I3, (fun).
Since the initial test function f; was arbitrary, the constant
C(Iyy,z,y) = C71C" #0
is independent of the matching test functions f; and f,,, finishing the proof. O

Combining this with our unramified computation, we have the following corollary for
unramified representions.

Corollary 10.6. Let all notations be as in the previous proposition. If Il is unramified
and (z,y) € G'(F) * (wp, wp11), then C(Ily,,x,y) = 1.

Proof. By the proposition, for any pair of matching functions f; € C°(G'(F,,)) and
foo € CF(G(F,y,)) we have

lefli;u(f{)o) = C(Hvo ) x, y)IETUO (fvo),

for some C(I1,,,z,y) € C*.
Assume now that II,, is unramified, and recall that the fundamental lemma (Theorem
7.9) states that we can take f) =1 Ky, and Jvo = 1k, - As these functions lie in the

spherical Hecke algebras of the two groups and BC(f;,) = fu,, Lemma 10.4 implies that

TR (fhy) = 12, (fug) = 1 #0.
It follows that C(IL,,,x,y) = 1. O

11. A BASE CHANGE FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.10

The following application of our local and global spectral results will suffice to prove
Theorem 5.3.

Theorem 11.1. Let E/F be an unramified extension of p-adic local fields. For any ¢ €
Hy(G'(F)), the function BC(p) € Hi (G(F)) matches the functions {¢z.y} (z.4)cVnx Vit
where

by = { o (@) = (W wet),

0 : otherwise.

The idea of the proof is to reduce this statement to the spectral transfer in Lemma
10.4. To do this, we globalize the problem by carefully picking a global test function and
then use the comparison of relative trace formulas to reduce the statement to a global
transfer of spherical characters. This requires care in order to ensure non-vanishing of
the global orbital integral, which takes up most of the argument. We then apply results
of Sections 8 and 10 to show that this follows from Lemma 10.4 to finish the proof.

Wn,Wn+1

Proof. Let ¢ € Hy/(G'(F)) and let 8 € G'(F)"*. Our goal is to show that if «
B, then

Orb(p, B) = Q(a) Orb"(BC(p), av). (53)
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Note that we automatically have supp(BC(¢)) C Gy [wn, wpi1]. In particular, if o &%
B for some (z,y) not in the G'(F)-orbit of (wy,, wp41), then

Orb"(BC(y),a) =0,

giving the vanishing statement of the theorem.
We claim that it suffices to prove (53) for Z-regular semi-simple classes. Indeed, the
equality reduces via (26) and (25) to

~——

Orb” V) (B, T s (B)) = wlag tag) OrbErTIN(BC (), oy o),

Wn+1

where a@ = (a1, a3). The orbital integrals here are precisely those arising in Jacquet—
Rallis transfer (20), implying that they are locally constant on the regular semi-simple
locus | , Proposition 3.13].

Stated in terms of the categorical quotient

A'=GLyy1//GLy = Xpy1//U(V,) = AL

where the identification with A?"*1 is given by the invariant maps ¢ and ¢@n»®Wn+1 (23),
we may view

D, (2) = OrbY V") (B, Ty sy (B)) — wlag tan) OrbEnEIN(BC (), ar ' as)

Wn+1

as a smooth function on the regular semi-simple locus A" **(F), where c(a) = ¢*»¥n+1(5)
z. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 5.2, it suffices to show that ®, = 0 on the
open dense set

{(ay,... a1 € A"*(F) : a1 # 0and ag, 1 # 0}.

This is precisely the Z-regular semi-simple locus (see Section 7.2.3), proving the claim.

Wn,Wr41 . ..
Therefore, we assume that oo «———— 3 are matching Z-regular semi-simple elements.

We now globalize our quadratic extension. That is, we let £/F be a quadratic exten-
sion of number fields such that every archimedean place of F splits in £ and there exists
a place vg of F such that &,,/F,, = E/F. We also set aside two distinct split places
Veusp and vreq, and a third auxiliary finite place vgyq-

We now construct nice global matching test functions f’ and f such that the distri-
butions

e (1) and 1(f)

have particularly simple geometric expansions. Let my,,,, be a supercuspidal automor-
phic representation of G(F,,,,,) By Lemma 10.1, we may find a test function f,,,,
which is essentially a matrix coefficient of m,,, ., and such that there exists a Z-regular

semi-simple element .y, such that

Orbn (fvcusp? aCUSp) # 0

, be an essential matrix coefficient of BC (Teusp) matching fy,,,,. It is clear that

Let f/

Vcus

such an f,_  exists. Then we know

Orb(f’l/}cusp7 Bcusp) = Orbn(fvcuspa acusp) 7é 07

where 5cusp < Qleysp-

Similarly for the place vreq, we let w4 be a supercuspidal representation of G(F,,, J)
Again applying Lemma 10.1, there exists an f,,,, and a Z-regular semi-simple element
Qireg such that

(1) Orbn(fvrega CVreg) 7’é 0, and
(2) SuPP(fu,eq) € G(Fu,ey)™*"
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Indeed, if we take fvre , to be essentially a matrix coefficient and a4 as in the previous
case, let Z C G(Fy,.,)"** be a subset that is closed in G(F,,, ) such that

Vreg Ureg
ZG(‘F )H(‘ereg)aregH(f

Ureg Ureg) - Z
This is possible since G(F,.,) is Hausdorff and the orbit of a,., is closed by assumption.
Setting fy,., = 1z - f vreg 1ves the appropriate function. We now similarly obtain fz,)reg

and (3¢ matching f, ., and a;eq so that

Orb(f’l/)reg7/87"€g) = Orb”(f?h‘eg? areg) # 07

To study orbital integrals at « and S by global means, we first approximate these
points by global elements. Indeed, since the diagonal emeddings

G(F) — G(F) X G(Fupsy) X G(Fur,)

Vcusp
and

GI(‘F) — G/(F) X G/(’Fvcusp) X G/(’ereg)

are dense, local constancy of the orbital integrals imply that we may find matching
global Z-regular semi-simple elements a € G(F)™* and b € G'(F)"** such that

Ol“b(f{} b) = Orb(fz/;cuspy Bcusp) = Orbn(fvcuspa acusp) = Orbn(fvcusp7 a) 7é Oa

cusp’

Orb(f{)mg’ b) = Orb(fz/;reg’ Breg) = Orbn(fv'reg? areg) = Orbn(f’l}cusp’ a) 7& 0,
Orb(¢,b) = Orb(y, §),
and
Q(a) Orb"(BC(p),a) = Q(a) Orb"(BC(p), cv).
In particular, to prove (53), it suffices to prove the equality with a and b. For this we
may utilize the comparison of relative trace formulas of Section 9.
Now let S be a finite set of places of F containing all infinite places and the places

V0, Veusp, and vpeg such that for each v ¢ S, a € K, and b € K. For every v €
S\ {Veusp, Vreg }, select matching f; and f, such that

Orb(f!,b) = Q(a) Orb"(f,,a) # 0.

For each place v € S, let C, be a compact set containing the support of f, and assume
that C,, is large enough to contain the support of BC(y); set

c=1Jcx[] K cGAap).
vesS vgS
For all places v ¢ S\ {Vauz}, We take f, = 1k, and f] = 1g; to be the unit spherical
functions. In particular, the fundamental lemma Theorem 4.3 implies that
Orb(f,b) = Q(a) Orb"(f,,a) # 0

for all v ¢ S\ {vauz}- For vaus., recall that the matching of orbits may be characterized
by the invariant polynomials (23). With this in mind, we set f, = 16,10 " 1Ky, and

f{)auz = ]'G,

Vaux

Groull] = {9 € G(F,

Vaux

w1k, where

):ci(g) €cila) +pl, , foralli=1,...,2n+1}
and

G/

Vauz

1] ={g€G(Fy,,.): cf"’w”“(g) € cf"’w"“(b) + piauz, foralli=1,...,2n + 1}.
) x H'(F,

Vauz

) X HQ’C’y(]:

Vauz

As the polynomials ¢; are the invariant polynomials of H'(F,

Vo ) acting on
G(Foa.) and c; ™"t are the invariant polynomials of H'(F, ) acting

on G'(Fy,,, ), we see that f,,. ., and f,  match for any choice of | € Z>( and that
Orb(f/ b) - Q(a) Orbn(f’vaux7 a’) % 0.

Vauz’
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Now set f =[], fo and f" =[], f,. By linearity, we may assume without loss of
generality that

supp(f) - GA[wnawn—i—l HG wn7wn+1]

Our choices ensure that f and f’ match and that
Orb(f’,b) = Orb"(f,a) # 0.

We claim that we may choose [ large enough at wvg,, so that this is the only non-
vanishing global orbital integral for f. Our assumption on the support of f,, ., already
reduces this to Z-regular semi-simple classes.

For each i, the image of C' C G(Ap) under ¢; gives a compact subset ¢;(C) C Ap.
Since F' C Ap is discrete, the intersection ¢;(C) N F is finite for each i = 1,...,2n + 1.
We may now choose [ so large that if ' € G(F)"*® was not in the same orbit as a, then
ci(a') ¢ ¢;(C) N F for some 4. Since supp(f) C C, this implies that Orb"(f,a’) = 0.

By our choices of local test functions at v.ysp and vyeq, f and f" are nice matching
functions such that

I(f) = Orb"(f,a) = Orb(f’,b) = JU~"n+1(f") # 0.

Novsi set f = BC(p) ® 100, fo and fr=0p® [ 1o 0, fi- We note that we still have
supp(f) C Galwp,wp1] since supp(BC(p)) C Gy, [wn, wpt1]. By our assumptions at
the other places, f and f are still nice and

Orb(f,a') = Orb(f', ') =0

Wn,Wn+1

for any global match regular semi-simple elements a’ b lying in distinct orbits

LUt b This implies that
I(f) = Orb"(f,a) and JU»"n+i(f) = Orb(f’,b).
To finish the proof, it suffices show that
I(f) = g ().
For this, consider the spectral expansions

= Z Lr( ) and JYmWnti(f Z J“’”’w"+1

Note that if 7 & 7-n; g for any non-trivial (i, j) € F%, then BC(w) is not cuspidal. Then

from a

for any f’° matching f

T () =0

By Theorem 9.7, this forces Lr(f) = 0. Thus, we may assume that = 2 7 - n; ; for any
non-trivial (i, ) € F3. In particular, it suffices to show that

T (7 = S L)

meB(IT)

for all cuspidal automorphic representations IT such that IT = TI?. Since supp( f) C
Galwp, wp41], the argument in the proof of Theorem 9.7 implies that this reduces to
showing that for any such ,

’U}n,UJn+17h H an,wn+1,h ) = Ih BC((P)) H IErU (fv) (54)
vvo v#£Ug

Note that if 7 is not unramified at vy, then both sides are zero. We thus assume that
Ty, 18 unramified.
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Theorem 9.7 tells us that there exists a test function f© € C°(G(Ar)) matching f’
such that for all such cuspidal representations

st o) T A = 2, 02 T 2
v#£vg vV
We may assume that f, = f, for all v # vg. Corollary 10.6 now tells us that

Tt ) = 14, (£,

v T

wn7’lUn+17 H th / . 1E[U:(;wn+17h(90) H Ih

vF#vg v#vg
Lemma 10.4 now states that

Jqﬁ)n’wn+l’u(sp) g I,E_UO (BC(SD))7

v0

so that

allowing us to conclude (54). Since this holds for all II, we obtain I(f) = Jwrwn+1(f')
and the theorem follows. g

11.1. Proof of Theorem 2.10. We continue to assume that E/F is an unramified
extension of p-adic local fields. In Part 1, we reduced Theorem 2.10 to Theorem 5.3

which states that for any ¢ € Hg, ,(GL,(E)), and for any Y € GL,,(F)"**, we have
Orb’ V- (p %19, Y) : X &Y € X755,
0 : otherwise.

w(X) Orb a1 (1(BC (), X) = {

We deduce this from Theorem 11.1. We remark that while we proved Theorem 11.1
with respect to the split Hermitian form w,,, it is easy to see that the result holds with
respect to the identify form I, since the two Hermitian spaces are isomorphic under the
assumption that F/F is unramified.

Considering the contraction map

CcOO(GLn—l(E) X GLn(E)) - CSO(GLn(E))
f— 1
there exists a natural lift

S Hanl,EXKn,E(GLn_l(E) X GLN(E))

such that ® = . Indeed, the function & =1 Kn_1.p @ ¢ works.
Recall the commutative diagram
Hi, 5 (GLn(E))
BC
—x1p
Hic, 0 (Xn) = H, (GLa(F)),

where 1 indicates convolution with the unit element and H denotes the H ., ,(GL,(E))-
module isomorphism of Hironaka. As we are multiplying both sides by the unit of the
appropriate Hecke algebra, a simple computation and the commutativity of the above
diagram imply that

BC(®) = BC(®) = H(yp * 1p).
Now Theorem 11.1 implies that {®,0} and BC(®) are transfers of one another.
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To make this useful, we first lift X € GL,,(F)"® to a regular semi-simple v = (7y1,72) €
[GL,,—1(F) x GL,(F)]™** and lift Y to 6 = (01, d2) € [GL,_1(F) x GL,(F)]"**. By the

relations of orbital integrals and transfer factors in (26) and (25), we conclude
Orb?Vn-1) (o 10, Y) = Orb(®, 8)
= Q(y) Orb"(BC(®),~) (Theorem 11.1)
= w(X) OrbSEn-1E)(BO (), X).

Additionally, the vanishing component of Theorem 11.1 gives the correct vanishing of
orbital integrals for BC'(¢), completing the proof of Theorem 5.3. U
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